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Quality Products Industry Leaders Superior Service 


Quality starts at the beginning. Since 1972, we've been We are fully committed 
From the selection of materials, providing innovative solutions to fulfilling the needs of 
through the painting process, to the seamless gutter industry seamless gutter contractors 
and on through manufacturing, through expanded product lines, every day with reliable parts, 
producing the highest quality quality control, and the most coupled with quick and 

part is our first priority. State-of-the-Art equipment. accurate service. 


“\We are called the nation of inventors. And we are. We could still claim that title and wear its 
loftiest honors if we stopped with the first things we invented, which was human liberty.” 


— Mark Twain 


www.SENOX.com 866-522-1696 
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RAFFIN 


CONSTRUCTION CO. 


PROPERTIES 


Serving the Chicagoland area for over 90) years 


744 EAST 113TH ST. e CHICAGO, IL 60628 e (773) 785-3055 
WWW.RAFFINCONSTRUCTION.COM 


BLOW 
MOLDING 
SPECIALISTS 


Confer Plastics has been proudly 
making all of our products 

in the United States since BRE May 
1973. a gl 


More than 200 people work at 

our factory near Niagara Falls, 

New York where they operate some of 
the largest blow molding machines in 
the world to make durable consumer 
products that you are likely familiar 
with. 


PROPRIETARY PRODUCTS 

The pool & spa industry is an important 
part of who we are and what we do. 
Our Confer-branded products - like 
ladders, steps, and spa cabinets - 
are beloved in the industry. We have 
a strong reputation of providing 
innovative goods of the highest quality 
that allow families to get the most 
enjoyment out of their backyard. 


CUSTOM BLOW MOLDING 

As a custom manufacturer, we 
have helped countless inventors and 
entrepreneurs achieve their American 
Dream by allowing them to transform 
their ideas into reality. 


To learn more about us, visit our website 
at www.ConferPlastics.com 


> Confer Plastics Headquarters 
97 Witmer Road 
North Tonawanda, NY 14120-2421 


Confer Plastics Distribution Center 
2107 Liberty Drive 
Niagara Falls, NY 14304 


CONFER 


plastics Inc. 


CONFER <4 INNOVATIONS 


Kayaks and Paddleboards 
We helped to develop one of the 
very first blow-molded kayaks. 


The Living Hinge 

In the 1960s, Ray Confer invented the 
living hinge that is used on almost every 
tool case and tackle box the world over. 


Flexible Funnels 

Doug Confer’s flexible fuel funnel was 
patented in 1976 and we made hundreds 
of thousands of them. You will still see 
them in use in most every garage. 


Purple Martin Gourds 

Were it not for plastic gourds like this one 

the Purple Martin would be extinct. Over the 
my J centuries, the colorful bird evolved to need 
‘ human-made birdhouses. 
‘gal 


Pool Ladders 

We've always been a leader when it comes 
to safety. Features such as the patented 
Roll-Guard enclosure on this ladder give 
parents the peace of mind they need to 
know that their children can’t enter their 
swimming pool when it is unsupervised. 


Tel: 1-800-635-3213 | E-mail: plastics@ConferPlastics.com |! Web: www.ConferPlastics.com 
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TECHNOLOGY 
Nanotechnology: A Double-edged Sword 


by Dennis Behreandt — Nanotechnology has enabled stunning 
advances in numerous fields, including materials science and 
medicine. However, like other powerful, advanced technologies, it 
offers significant, even existential, dangers if misused. 
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The Freedom Index 

Our second look at the 117th Congress shows how every member 
of the House and Senate voted on key issues such as abortion, 
Build Back Better (House only), and COVID vaccine mandates 
(Senate only). 


HISTORY — PAST AND PERSPECTIVE 


The Evil History of Eugenics 

by Dennis Behreandt — The belief that humans can be “perfected” 
through managed selective breeding received its modern kickoff 
from Darwin and Francis Galton in the U.K., and quickly spread 

to America, where it developed into a platform for “scientific” 
totalitarian tyranny. 
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The Insurance Amendment 


Next to God, the Second Amendment is 
the single most important issue to me. But 
far too many people have forgotten the true 
significance of the Second Amendment. 
The crazier our society becomes, the tighter 
we must hang on to our guns. The Second 
Amendment is the very heart and soul (the 
very core) of a free people. The Second 
Amendment is the “insurance amendment” 
for a free society, and the only insurance we 
have. Without the Second Amendment, we 
are at the complete and total mercy of the 
government and whoever is in charge. This 
is why the right to keep and bear arms must 
never be infringed. 

All of the other amendments are just 
words on paper without the Second 
Amendment to back them up. It really 
is that serious. Freedom does come at a 
cost. If you do not understand that, then 
you do not know what the purpose of the 
Second Amendment really is: It is so that 
we the people can protect ourselves, our 
families, and our country against tyranny 
— and treasonous politicians who want to 
destroy America for a one-world dictator- 
ship (globalism). 

I take the Second Amendment and all of 
our rights and freedoms very, very serious- 
ly. Our Constitution is still the supreme law 
of the land, and all politicians must be held 
accountable to the oath they swore. An oath 
is about the very integrity of their souls. 
Mess with our guns, and you will learn 
what “‘shall not be infringed” really means. 
It must not, and will not, be infringed, and 
any “red flag law” is an infringement! 

“Give me liberty or give me death” is as 
true today as it ever was. We the people of 
the United States of America draw the line 
with the Second Amendment, because it is 
our freedom on the line! 

STEVEN A. Morrow 
Morrison, Colo. 


COVID Nonsense 


Why are effec- 
tive treatments for 
COVID discouraged, 
but questionable vac- 
cines demanded? 
Fauci claimed get- 


LETTERS TO THE EDITOR 


nate surges in COVID cases. Gibraltar is 
100-percent vaccinated and had such a 
COVID surge that it had to cancel Christ- 
mas celebrations. Ireland is 91-percent 
vaccinated and is suffering a huge out- 
break. Iceland is 82-percent vaccinated 
and still has heavy COVID cases. Israel 
is 78-percent vaccinated and is suffering a 
huge surge of new cases. 

Only about 20 percent of the 230 mil- 
lion people in the Indian state of Uttar 
Pradesh have been vaccinated. Uttar 
Pradesh introduced large-scale prophy- 
lactic and therapeutic use of ivermectin in 
May through June of 2020. The WHO wit- 
nessed this program. In November 2021, 
the Indian government declared Uttar 
Pradesh officially COVID-free. In other 
countries, such as El Salvador, ivermectin 
is automatically handed out to anybody 
with COVID symptoms, as well as to their 
families. But in the United States, physi- 
cians can lose their licenses for prescrib- 
ing it. 

COVID vaccination ostensibly helps 
reduce deaths of people with high risk 
factors, but it prevents neither COVID 
infection nor COVID transmission. Seri- 
ous side effects are a risk. Nevertheless, 
authoritarian politicians and bureaucracies 
(CDC, FDA, NIH, WHO) demand vacci- 
nation. 

Early treatment of COVID with hy- 
droxychloroquine or ivermectin has re- 
peatedly been shown to be safe and highly 
effective in relieving symptoms and pre- 
venting hospitalization. But Fake News 
and (political) scientists boldly lie about 
their safety and efficacy. Many thousands 
of deaths could have been prevented if 
these drugs had been widely used as a 
prophylactic and a therapeutic treatment in 
the early stages of patients’ illnesses. Is the 
financial benefit of vaccines and campaign 
donations from Big Pharma more impor- 
tant to politicians than public health? 

MARVIN MATHIAK 
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What does “family owned & operated” really’ mean? For the Clark family, it CHINO 
means getting up early for 45 years to work in their own community, and Pestivnensmayt 
: ; i ? : ¢ * 1 5 Mountain Ave. 
choosing to invest in the Inland Empire. Ina time when Wall Street is trying to Chino, CA 91710 
run Main Street, Clark’s Nutrition still believes that family-owned and 
operated businesses are the backbone of the American dream, and feels 


privileged to help families live healthier and happier lives. LOMA LINDA 
: = 909.478.7714 
11235 Mountain View Ave. 
Loma Linda, CA 92354 


= 


RIVERSIDE 

951.686.4757 
SELECTION 4225 Market St. 
Clark’s has the largest selection of organic produce and supplements in the Inland Empire. Riverside, CA 92501 
NUTRITIONAL CONSULTANTS acs 
We have trained Nutritional Consultants to help assist you with whatever your health goals are. RANCHO MIRAGE — 
They're not on commission, and are here to help you “Live Better!” 3 Plies: 

onterey Ave. 


Rancho Mirage, CA 92270 


WE ARE EXCITED TO MEET YOU! It is our company mission to provide customers with nutritional 
assistance that can really have a lasting impact on their quality of life. We look forward to meeting 
and serving you! 
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AFFORDABLE 
Clark’s goes to great lengths to make sure your family has what they need at an affordable price. 


STORE TOURS 
Come by any time and we will be glad to give you a personal tour and answer any of your questions. 
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The Public Health Agency of Canada (PHAC) has now admit- 
ted that it accessed 33 million mobile devices (in a country 
of 38 million people) to monitor citizens’ movement amid the 
lockdown. 

“Due to the urgency of the pandemic, (PHAC) collected and 
used mobility data, such as cell-tower location data, throughout 
the COVID-19 response,” a PHAC spokesperson told the Na- 
tional Post December 24, 2021. 

PHAC said it used the data to determine the effectiveness of 
public lockdown protocols and allow the agency to “understand 
possible links between movement of populations within Canada 
and spread of COVID-19.” 

The agency in March awarded a contract to the Telus Data For 
Good program to provide “de-identified and aggregated data” of 
movement trends in Canada. According to the PHAC spokes- 
person, the contract expired in October and PHAC no longer has 
access to the location data. 

Yet the agency still has plans to track public movement over 
the course of the next five years for the purpose of addressing 
other public-health issues, such as “other infectious diseases, 
chronic disease prevention and mental health.” 

Privacy advocates raised concerns about how the program 
might affect Canadians’ rights in the long term. 

“T think that the Canadian public will find out about many other 
such unauthorized surveillance initiatives before the pandemic is 
over — and afterwards,” David Lyon, author of Pandemic Sur- 


INSIDE. _TRAGK 
Canada Admits It Tracked 33 Million Phones Amid Lockdown 


veillance and former director of the Surveillance Studies Centre 
at Queen’s University, told National Post in an e-mail. 

The PHAC spokesperson argued that mobility data analysis 
“helps to advance public health objectives.” The PHAC’s con- 
clusions are shared with provinces and territories via a special 
advisory committee to “inform public health messaging, planning 
and policy development,” according to the spokesperson. 

Lyon urged a need for greater information “regarding exactly 
what was done, what was achieved and whether or not it truly 
served the interests of Canadian citizens.” 


Russia Slaps Google, Facebook With Massive Fines 


A Moscow court on December 24, 2021 said it was fining Google 
7.2 billion rubles ($98 million) for what it described as a repeated 
failure to delete 2,600 pieces of content classified as illegal by 
the Russian government. The move marks the first revenue-based 
fine of its type in Russia. 

Moscow last year placed greater pressure on Silicon Valley in 
a campaign that critics say is an attempt by Russian authorities to 
more tightly control the Internet, which they argue threatens the 
freedom of individuals and corporations. 
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Later on that day, the court also fined Meta Platforms, which 
owns Facebook, a sum of two billion rubles ($27.15 million) on 
the same basis. According to Russia’s communication watchdog, 
Roskomnadzor, Facebook and Instagram did not remove 2,000 
pieces that violate Russian law. 

Russia had placed small fines on foreign-technology firms ear- 
lier in 2021, but the new penalties were the first time it exacted a 
percentage of the companies’ annual Russian revenue, increasing 
the sum of the fine. 

Russia has mandated that companies delete posts that promote 
drug abuse and pastimes considered dangerous, along with infor- 
mation about weapons and explosives and content from groups 
deemed to be terrorists, and the Russian government has de- 
manded Google restore access to the German-language channels 
of state-backed broadcaster Russia Today. 

Google paid over 32 million rubles in fines over content viola- 
tions in 2021. 

Following a 2019 law, Russian authorities upgraded systems 
they say would allow the country to completely cut itself off from 
the Internet if needed. 

Here at home, Google, Facebook, and other major tech com- 
panies have faced scrutiny from lawmakers and citizens who say 
the firms exhibit a left-wing bias and use their platforms to sup- 
press conservative views. 
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Census Bureau: Migration to Red States Continues 


Welcome to Texas 
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The latest report from the U.S. Census Bureau, released Decem- 
ber 21, 2021, confirms an ongoing trend: Citizens are escaping 
Democrat-run blue states and moving to more friendly — and 
lower tax — Republican-run red states. 

California, New York, and Illinois suffered the largest “do- 
mestic migration” losses in 2021, while Texas, Florida, and Ari- 
zona reaped most of the harvest of newcomers. New York lost so 
many citizens that, despite natural growth, its population dropped 
below 20 million for the first time in years. California lost the 
most: 367,000 fled the state last year. 

Texas enjoyed the largest increase — more than 350,000 new 
residents moved there in 2021 — while Idaho came in second, 
with more than 60,000 relocating there in the past year. New 


York, on the other hand, lost more than 365,000 residents, drop- 
ping the state’s population to 19,835,000. 

Idaho saw its population increase by nearly three percent in 
2021, while Utah’s and Montana’s each grew by 1.7 percent. 
South Carolina’s grew by 1.2 percent, while Florida’s population 
increased by one percent. 

While many factors likely contribute to such moves, high 
crime and high taxes rank among the most important to those 
relocating. As Andrew Stiles wrote at the Washington Free Bea- 
con, “It’s probably not a coincidence that the states Americans 
are fleeing have some of the highest tax rates in the country, while 
the states to which they are flocking have some of the lowest.” 

The U-Haul migration index reflects the out-migration from 
high-tax, high-crime, high-cost-of-living states such as New York 
and California. According to its most recent study, “U-Haul cus- 
tomers made Texas and Florida their top two destinations from 
2016-2019.... California ranks last by a wide margin ... [that] 
state has ranked 48th [on our list] or lower since 2016. Illinois 
has been 49th or 50th since 2015.” 

The top five most-popular states in 2020 were Tennessee, 
Texas, Florida, Ohio, and Arizona; while Maryland, Massachu- 
setts, and New Jersey joined Illinois and California at the bottom 
of the list. 


Beijing-endorsed “Patriots” Sweep Hong Kong Elections 


Chinese President Xi Jinping on December 22, 2021 gave an 
endorsement of the first legislative elections held in Hong Kong 
under new laws that stipulate only “patriots” who have demon- 
strated loyalty to Beijing may run. 

Politicians backed by the Chinese Communist Party (CCP) 
swept the elections for the 90-seat Legislative Council on Decem- 
ber 19. Only 20 seats were directly elected, and the 30.2-percent 
turnout was the lowest seen since the British returned Hong Kong 
to Beijing in 1997. 

All of the candidates were vetted by a pro-Beijing committee 
before they could be nominated. 

Xi told Hong Kong Chief Executive Carrie Lam in Beijing on 
December 22 that he is certain Hong Kongers will join in “real- 
izing the great rejuvenation of the Chinese nation.” 

“The execution of the new election system adheres to the ‘one 
country, two systems’ principle,” Xi said, in reference to the 
gradually eroding framework under which Hong Kong was sup- 
posed to retain its own political, social, and financial institutions 
for 50 years after being transferred from British rule. 

“Our fellow Hong Kong citizens will promote the glorious 
tradition of loving their country and Hong Kong,” said Xi. 

Elections had been postponed for a year under the guise of 
COVID-19 cases after the opposition swept district counselor 
elections. 

This came after anti-government protests in 2019 that prompt- 
ed Beijing to impose a sweeping National Security Law on Hong 
Kong, followed by a reorganization of the electoral process and 


transformation of the makeup of the Legislative Council to stack 
it with pro-Beijing loyalists. 

The opposition criticized the December 19 elections, and Hong 
Kong’s Democratic Party did not field candidates — the first time 
it failed to do so since 1997. 

Chinese Foreign Ministry spokesperson Zhao Lijian said De- 
cember 20 there were “multiple reasons” for the drop in voter 
turnout. 

“Tt is not only the impact of the pandemic, but also the dis- 
ruption and sabotage of anti-China elements in Hong Kong and 
external forces,” Zhao said at a daily briefing. Ml 
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QUICKQUOTES 


AOC Confirms She Isn’t Good at Arithmetic 

“T represent many more [people] than Joe Manchin.” 
Representative Alexandria Ocasio-Cortez (D-N. Y.) repre- 
sents approximately 697,000 people in her congressional 
district. Senator Joe Manchin represents the entire state 
of West Virginia and its 1,794,000 residents. Displaying a 
deficiency in basic arithmetic, AOC issued her claim that 


4] 


A exaperia = she is more popular than Manchin and, therefore, should 


be heeded more than the senator. This AOC absurdity oc- 
curred while she was being interviewed by MSNBC s Joe 
Scarborough on his Morning Joe program. 
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Bernie Sanders Targets Colleague 

Over Build Back Better Vote 

“Tf Senator Joe Manchin wishes to vote against the Build 
Back Better Act, he should be able to do so as soon as 
the Senate reconvenes. He should then have to explain 
to West Virginians and Americans why he is afraid to 
oppose big special interests and cut prescription costs.” 
Senator Bernie Sanders (I-Vt.) is a proud socialist who 
wants Congress to pass President Bidens massive $1.2 
trillion measure. He intends to punish West Virginia’s 
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Senator Joe Manchin for refusing to support what . Sanders 


amounts to a huge increase in the national debt. = 
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Debt Ceiling Boosted to $28.5 Trillion as 

U.S. Dollar Continues Slide Toward Repudiation 

“With a blank check and a new special procedure, Demo- 
crats are able to raise the debt ceiling by whatever amount 
they deem necessary to accommodate their ‘destroy Amer- 
ica’ bill. I’m sure this vicious tactic, the one used here, has 
not seen its last use — far from it.” 

Senator Mike Lee (R- Utah) is one of a few in Congress will- 
ing to call the free-spending Democrat-led proposal what it 
truly is —a “destroy America bill.” 
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Tornadoes Are Bad, But Not the Result of Man-made Climate Change 

“For a lot of our questions about climate change and tornadoes, the answer is we don’t know. We don’t 
see evidence for changes in average annual occurrence or intensity over the last 40 to 60 years.” 

A senior resident scientist at the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration s National Severe 
Storms Laboratory, Harold Brooks rendered his opinion in the wake of deadly tornadoes that ravaged 
portions of six states in early December 2021. 


Columnist Suggests Canceling Olympic Games 

in China Because of Brutal Human-rights Abuses 

“No one expects Olympic host countries to be paragons of virtue. But 
surely it is not too much to insist that the Olympics not be awarded to 
regimes that operate concentration camps and are actually engaged 
in genocide.” 

Boston Globe columnist Jeff Jacoby pointed out China ’s concentra- 
tion camps imprisoning as many as three million Uighur Muslims, 
use of slave labor, widespread harvesting of organs from Falun Gong 
adherents, persecution of religious minorities, ruthless crackdown 
on Hong Kong, threats against Taiwan, and bellicose menacing of 
Japan, Australia, the Philippines, and India. /@ 
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Nanotechnology has enabled stunning advances in numerous fields, including 


materials science and medicine. However, like other powerful, advanced technologies, 
it offers significant, even existential, dangers if misused. 
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by Dennis Behreanat 


Sometime in the future, a scenario... 


oger’s alarm went off at his cus- 
Rims 5:30 a.m. He’d worked 

overtime the night before and 
wasn’t ready to get up. He waved at the 
alarm clock and it stopped its annoying 
ring, and Roger dozed off once again. 

Ten minutes elapsed. At first, nothing 
seemed to happen. Someone carefully 
observing the alarm clock, though, might 
have noticed a brief and tiny glint of a 
blink of light from its face as an almost 
imperceptible speck of what appeared to 
be dust floated off into the air. That ob- 
server might have then noticed, a moment 
later, that the man dozing on the bed shook 
his head ever so slightly as that same mote 
of dust entered a nostril. The man stirred 
seconds later. His nose wrinkled involun- 
tarily and his hand rubbed his eyes. He 
sneezed and shot up straight in bed. The 
irritation went away instantly. Unnoticed 
by him, the tiny mote flew out his nose 
and, with that same nearly imperceptible 
glint of light that accompanied its original 
separation from the clock, rejoined it. 

Roger stood up and took a step away 
from his bed. He paid no attention to what 
happened behind him as the bed suddenly 
grew somewhat transparent, then seemed 
to pixelate as it dissolved into a cloud of 
nothingness. 

Someone spying on Roger (and, of 
course, as with all citizens, a swarm of 
tiny nanosensors watched him at all times, 
reporting in real time not only his move- 
ments and actions, but also all of his vital 
signs and synaptic activities) would have 
noticed that the one-room apartment he 
lived in was now completely empty. The 
vacuum, however, would not persist long. 

As he looked toward the north wall of 
his allotted 450 square feet of living space, 
the wall transformed, appearing in the cen- 
ter to pixelate — as did the bed before it 
— and then solidify, and a window — or 
what seemed to be a window — appeared. 
Outside, or what looked to be outside, the 
view was of a row of soft, green balsam 


Dennis Behreandt is publisher of THE NEw AMERI- 
CAN. This article is excerpted and adapted from his 
soon-to-be-published book End Game. 
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It is an indisputable fact that nanotechnology is 
advancing at an accelerating pace. Developments 
in the science of nanotech have already been 
commercialized broadly, and more are in progress in 
laboratories around the world. 
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CREATING 


BREAKTHROUGH 
TECHNOLOGIES AND CAPABILITIES 


FOR NATIONAL SECURITY 


Mission creep: The Defense Advanced Research Projects Agency (DARPA) funds cutting-edge 
research in many fields, including nanotechnology, for military applications that will almost 
certainly find its way into commercial projects as well. 


fir trees, their delicate needles glistening 
with water droplets while a fine mist fil- 
tered through the air. Though it appeared 
to be, this was not a scene outside Roger’s 
apartment, which was located in the center 
of the megacity that had grown up around 
what once was called “Chicago” 40 years 
ago. Roger didn’t know — couldn’t know 
— if the scene was real. Travel outside the 
walls of the megacities was strictly for- 
bidden. No one Roger knew had any idea 
what was out there. Sometimes rumors 
swirled around about people who had dis- 
appeared over the wall. If anyone did that, 
Roger thought, they were probably dead. 
The “natural world” — whatever it was 
that was out there — was deadly to hu- 
mans. Everyone knew that. 

As he looked through the window, a 
bathroom vanity and sink appeared, water 


flowing from the faucet at just the right 
temperature. It poured into the sink, but 
there was no drain. The water simply 
disappeared into pixels moments after 
splashing into the bowl. Roger washed his 
face. For a moment, as the cool water ran 
through his hands, he thought about break- 
fast. He was hungry for a moment, but then 
the feeling passed as his neural pathways 
were manipulated to change his sensory 
perception of hunger while nutrients were 
delivered in just the right formulation and 
quantity to his cells automatically by those 
tiny, imperceptible motes. 

His morning routine finished in about 
seven minutes, his “clothes” assembled 
by motes instantaneously around him, 
his commute to work amounted to a few 
steps across the room, which dissolved 
around him as the vast, all-pervasive fog 


i 


Nanotechnology has expanded to such a degree 
that it is present in most every aspect of modern 
technology. It has, for instance, grown in importance in 


biology and medicine. 


of nanomotes swung into action. After the 
momentary pixelation, his small room 
disappeared, and assembled in its place 
was the appearance of a vast, open of- 
fice, with hundreds of workers reclined 
in office chairs, their eyes closed as they 
communicated soundlessly via the nano- 
motes. Roger’s chair appeared before him 
moments later. He sat down and closed his 
eyes. The nanomotes redirected the syn- 
apses of his brain. Functioning as a brain- 
machine interface, they connected him to 
a central, superintelligent “world mind” 
and he went to work. Or did he? Were his 
perceptions real? Roger wasn’t sure. He 
put those thoughts aside, or had them put 
aside for him by the nanomotes, and “real- 
ity” — whatever that was — troubled him 
no more. 


Stranger Than Fiction 
The above account is science fiction — for 
now. But the foregoing would be one im- 
plication of a goal described by an actual 
forward-looking scientist not that long ago. 
A nanotechnology-based “utility fog” 
similar to that described in the scenario 
above was proposed by computer scientist 
J. Storrs Hall at NASA’s Vision 21 confer- 
ence in 1993. Hall, who earned his Ph.D. 
from Rutgers University in 1994, de- 
scribed his nanotech “utility fog” in detail: 


Imagine a microscopic robot. It has 
a body about the size of a human 
cell and 12 arms sticking out in all 
directions. A bucketful of such robots 
might form a “robot crystal” by link- 
ing their arms up into a lattice struc- 
ture. Now take a room, with people, 
furniture, and other objects in it — 
it’s still mostly empty air. Fill the air 
completely full of robots. 

With the right programming, the 
robots can exert any force in any di- 


rection on the surface of any object. 
They can support the object, so that it 
apparently floats in the air. They can 
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support a person, applying the same 
pressures to the seat of the pants that 
a chair would. They can exert the 
same resisting forces that elbows 
and fingertips would receive from 
the arms and back of the chair. A pro- 
gram running in the Utility Fog can 
thus simulate the physical existence 
of an object. 

The Utility Fog operates in two 
modes: First, the “naive” mode 
where the robots act much like cells, 
and each robot occupies a particular 
function in a given object. The sec- 
ond, or “Fog” mode, has the robots 
acting more like the pixels on a TV 
screen. The object is then formed of 
a pattern of robots, which vary their 
properties according to which part 
of the object they are representing at 
the time. An object can move across a 
cloud of robots without the individual 
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robots moving, just as the pixels on a 
CRT remain stationary while pictures 
move around on the screen. 


This vision of a future nanotechnology re- 
mains beyond reach — for the moment. 
But, it is an indisputable fact that nano- 
technology is advancing at an accelerat- 
ing pace. Developments in the science of 
nanotech have already been commercial- 
ized broadly, and more are in progress 
in laboratories around the world. These 
promise exciting advances in the perfor- 
mance of materials, in drug delivery and 
medicine, and in much more besides. But 
beyond these “everyday” advances, there 
is a much-darker potential future, one that 
has nanotech even invading the mind, and 
contributing to a potential future in which 
even reality itself might be obliterated. 


Fleecing Taxpayers 

Chad Mirkin, director of the International 
Institute for Nanotechnology, George B. 
Rathmann professor of chemistry, and 
professor of materials science and engi- 
neering, medicine, biomedical engineer- 
ing, and chemical and biological engineer- 
ing at Northwestern University, discussed 
the progress of nanotechnology for Scien- 
tific American in October, 2021. 


Cutting edge: A key thought leader in nanotechnology, Eric Drexler, in his 1986 book 
Engines of Creation, introduced the idea of molecular nanotechnology consisting of 
“assemblers” working at the nanoscale. 
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Merging mind and machine: The military research agency DARPA is funding the Next-Generation 
Nonsurgical Neurotechnology (N3) program to develop a nanotechnology-based, nonsurgically 
implemented brain-computer interface technology to enable two-way communication between 


human minds and machines. 


Mirkin credited former President Bill 
Clinton with kicking off rapid advance- 
ments in nanotech research with the fed- 
eral National Nanotechnology Initiative 
(NND) of 2000. Since the creation of that 
unconstitutional and unethical program 
— unethical because taxpayers should not 
have assets forcibly extracted from them 
and transferred to scientists or anyone else 
— nanotech research has advanced on the 
back of billions of dollars of financing. 

“Before the NNI, there were people who 
thought nanotechnology was a gimmick,” 
Mirkin wrote in Scientific American. 
“In the wake of the NNI, my university, 
Northwestern University, made the strate- 
gic decision to establish the International 
Institute for Nanotechnology, which now 
represents more than $1 billion in pure 
nanotechnology research, educational pro- 
grams and supporting infrastructure. Other 
universities across the U.S. made similar 
investments, creating new institutes and 
interdisciplinary partnerships.” 

With this taxpayer-funded bonanza, 
nanotechnology has expanded to such a 
degree that it is present in almost every 
aspect of modern technology. It has, for 
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instance, grown in importance in biology 
and medicine. Mirkin explains: “Size- 
wise, the nanoscale is comparable to bio- 
logical structures such as proteins, viruses 
and DNA. This realization has allowed 
the preparation of unique classes of hy- 
brid nano-bio structures that have funda- 
mentally changed how we study, track and 
treat disease.” 

Indeed, he concludes, nanotech today 
is much more than small autonomous ma- 
chines. “We’ve come a long way from tiny 
robots,” Mirkin wrote. 

But, tiny machines are still a subject 
of great interest. In 2018, scientists at the 
Max Planck Institute for Intelligent Sys- 
tems in Stuttgart, Germany, developed 
nanorobot technology designed to travel 
through dense biological tissues. A sum- 
mary of their research notes that the re- 
searchers “developed specially coated 
nanometer-sized robots that could be 
moved actively through dense tissue like 
the vitreous of the eye. So far, the trans- 
port of such nano-vehicles has only been 
demonstrated in model systems or bio- 
logical fluids, but not in real tissue. Our 
work constitutes one step further towards 


nanorobots becoming minimally-invasive 
tools for precisely delivering medicine to 
where it is needed.” 

The Max Planck researchers are far 
from the only scientists pursuing innova- 
tion in the technology. In fact, according 
to researchers with the Multi-Scale Robot- 
ics Lab (MSRL) at the Institute of Robot- 
ics & Intelligent Systems (IRIS) of the 
Swiss Federal Institute of Technology in 
Zurich, Switzerland (ETH Zurich), micro- 
and nanoscale robotics have seen consid- 
erable advances in recent years. 

In a review article in December 2017, 
the ETH Zurich researchers observed 
that “Micro- and nanorobots are promis- 
ing devices for biomedical and environ- 
mental applications. The past few years 
have witnessed rapid developments in 
this field.” These tiny technologies take 
several forms, the researchers wrote. “Dif- 
ferent designs such as helical swimmers, 
flexible swimmers, surface walkers,” 
could find applications in the fields of 
“biomedicine or environmental remedia- 
tion.” Such robotic devices could be pow- 
ered by magnetic fields, the researchers 
report, and they could use magnetic fields 
for other purposes as well. “The use of 
magnetic fields for actuation is the most 
versatile option as this approach enables 
a wide variety of swimming mechanisms 
and can simultaneously be exploited for 
additional functionalities,” the researchers 
wrote. “Furthermore, magnetically pow- 
ered micro- and nanorobots are among 
the most promising miniaturized engines 
for biomedical applications because they 
do not adversely interact with tissues in a 
wide range of conditions.” 

Lest these sorts of nanorobots seem to 
be the stuff of mere scientific speculation, 
the ETH Zurich researchers provided 
examples of the technologies built and 
tested in real-world, if laboratory, situ- 
ations. One example cited came from a 
team that “reported the fabrication of arti- 
ficial helical microswimmers.” In another 
example, the Zurich scientists pointed to a 
complex design for a “compound micro- 
transporter with a wirelessly controlled 
Archimedes screw pumping mechanism.” 
The researchers noted that “These highly 
sophisticated microdevices consisted of 
a magnetically actuated screw with in- 
tegrated parts encapsulated in a hollow 
cylinder.” Other research efforts devel- 
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oped swimmers that can “switch between 
different propulsion mechanisms, rolling, 
spintop motion and corkscrew swimming, 
by simply adjusting the direction and the 
frequency of the rotating magnetic field.” 

The researchers also noted that such 
“swimmers” could be — and have been 
— developed to be biocompatible and de- 
gradable, meaning they could — and will 
— be used in animals and people in the 
future. Some of these near-future applica- 
tions are interesting, if not not downright 
terrifying in their implications. Consider 
this headline from New Scientist in 2016: 
“Mind-controlled nanobots could release 
drugs inside your brain.” 

This is not science fiction. New Scien- 
tist reported, “A man has used thought 
alone to control nanorobots inside a living 
creature for the first time. The technology 
released a drug inside cockroaches in re- 
sponse to the man’s brain activity.” 

When most people think of robots, nano 
or otherwise, they think of metallic ma- 
chines. But nanobot technology, especially 
that designed to work within biological 
systems, is quite a bit more expansive 
than that. 

Scientists in Israel have built nanobots 


out of DNA. These have “‘shell-like shapes 
that drugs can be tethered to,” New Sci- 
entist noted. “The bots also have a gate, 
which has a lock made from iron oxide 
nanoparticles. The lock opens when heat- 
ed using electromagnetic energy, exposing 
the drug to the environment. Because the 
drug remains tethered to the DNA parcel, 
a body’s exposure to the drug can be con- 
trolled by closing and opening the gate.” 

With a little imagination, you can think 
of some of the many ways this could be 
used — both good and bad. 


Nanobots at War 

Not surprisingly, the U.S. military is ex- 
tremely interested in nanotechnology due 
to its considerable relevance to military 
applications. Much high-end military re- 
search is conducted or funded by the De- 
fense Advanced Research Projects Agency 
(DARPA). In fact, DARPA has long been 
interested in nanotech’s military rel- 
evance. Among other things, the agency 
wants to use nanotechnology to create a 
more instantaneous means of allowing 
the human mind to communicate with 
machines. According to Live Science, the 
effort is being funded under the agency’s 
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Disease cures: Nanotechnology offers considerable promise for the development of treatments 
for many diseases, including Alzheimer’s, by using such technologies as magnetoelectric 


nanoparticles (MENPs). 
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Next-Generation Nonsurgical Neurotech- 
nology (N3) program. “Participants are 
tasked with developing technology that 
will provide a two-way channel for rapid 
and seamless communication between the 
human brain and machines without requir- 
ing surgery,” the website reported. 

The key phrase to remember from that 
bit of reporting is “a two-way channel.” 
This implies that the human mind will be 
receiving data as well as sending it if the 
DARPA program succeeds. “The agency 
is interested in systems that can read and 
write to 16 independent locations in a 
chunk of brain the size of a pea with a lag 
of no more than 50 milliseconds within four 
years,” Live Science reported, based on in- 
formation provided by Jason Robinson of 
Rice University, who was leading one of 
the teams receiving DARPA funding. The 
Live Science report appeared in May 2019; 
as of mid-2021, slightly more than 50 per- 
cent of DARPA’s four-year timeline had 
elapsed. 

One of the researchers working on a so- 
lution that has interested DARPA, among 
others, is Sakhrat Khizroev, professor of 
electrical and computer engineering at the 
University of Miami. A university press 
release noted that Professor Khizroev 
is using magnetoelectric nanoparticles 
(MENPs) “to talk to the brain without 
wires or implants.” 

According to Khizroev, “Other efforts 
have used external instruments like micro- 
electrodes to try to solve the mysteries of 
the brain, but because of its complexity and 
difficulty in accessing, such methods can 
only go so far.” He continued, “There are 
80 billion neurons in the human brain, so 
imagine how difficult it would be to attach 
80 billion microelectrodes to access every 
single neuron. The only way to truly tap in 
is wirelessly — through nanotechnology.” 

How does he propose to tap into the 
brain? The MENPs that he intends to use 
are “two thousand times thinner than a 
human hair” and travel through the blood- 
stream, crossing the blood-brain barrier 
unimpeded. Once in the brain, they can be 
used to tap into a person’s thoughts. To ac- 
complish this, Khizroev and his researchers 
intend to inject millions of MENPs “‘intra- 
venously into the body.” 

“Our brains are pretty much electrical 
engines, and what’s so remarkable about 
MENPs is that they understand not only the 
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language of electric fields but also that of 
magnetic fields,” Khizroev said, according 
to the university’s press release. “Once the 
MENPs are inside the brain and positioned 
next to neurons, we can stimulate them 
with an external magnetic field, and they in 
turn produce an electric field we can speak 
to, without having to use wires.” 

This has important implications for the 
diagnosis and treatment of neurological 
diseases, including, perhaps, Alzheimer’s. 
The research, though, may have a dark 
side, and as such has attracted DARPA. 
The agency “has funded the College of 
Engineering professor to develop a wire- 
less brain-computer interface that would 
enable fast, effective, and intuitive hands- 
free interaction with military systems by 
able-bodied service members. The so- 
called BrainSTORMS project is now in 
its second phase and is expected to be 
completed in 2024.” 

The disruptive potential of the technol- 
ogy was noted by Professor Khizroev. 
“Right now, we’re just scratching the sur- 
face,” he said. Remarking on the potential 
impact of the technology on human life, 
he continued, “We can only imagine how 
our everyday life will change with such 
technology.” 


Merging Mind and Machine 

The DARPA N3 program is being run by 
Dr. Al Emondi, former chief technology 
officer for the Space and Naval Warfare 
Systems Center (SPAWAR) Atlantic in 
Charleston, South Carolina. At DARPA, 
he focuses on “neurotechnology and 
human-machine interaction” with an em- 
phasis on seeking “novel neural interface 
system architectures applicable to broad 
user populations and improving the per- 
formance of neural interfaces and their 
application potential through the use of 
third-wave artificial intelligence.” 

That’s a mouthful of jargon, but in a 
press release from DARPA, Emondi ex- 
plained in simpler terms the expected im- 
pact of the research being conducted under 
his N3 program: “If N3 is successful, we’ll 
end up with wearable neural interface 
systems that can communicate with the 
brain from a range of just a few millime- 
ters, moving neurotechnology beyond the 
clinic and into practical use for national 
security.” 

Emondi described for the BBC the po- 
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Artificial intelligence: 
Many theorists and futurists 
have warned that as artificial 
intelligence becomes more 
powerful, human minds will 
fall behind. 
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tential impact of DARPA’s N3 project. 
“The ability to really change the world 
doesn’t happen often in a career,” he said. 
“If we can build a neural interface that’s 
not invasive, we will have opened up 
the door to a whole new ecosystem that 
doesn’t exist right now.” 

That ecosystem will depend heavily on 
artificial intelligence. “As the AI becomes 
better, the systems we are interoperating 
with are going to become more autono- 
mous,” Emondi told the BBC. 

Another scientist who spoke to the BBC 
also emphasized the role of AI, but warned 
that it represents a danger to human exis- 
tence. “Our artificial intelligence systems 
are getting better and better,” Michael Wol- 
metz told the BBC. Wolmetz, who serves 
as senior scientist with the Intelligent Sys- 
tems Group in the Research & Exploratory 
Development Department at the Johns 
Hopkins Applied Physics Laboratory, con- 
tinued, warning that “there is a question of 
at what point humans become the weakest 
link in the systems that we use. In order to 
be able to keep up with the pace of innova- 
tion in artificial intelligence and machine 
learning, we may very well need to directly 
interface with these systems.” 

This would seem to be technology that 
gets us close to another aspect of the trans- 
humanist future envisioned by Ray Kurz- 
weil, longtime innovator, Google engineer, 


and leading proponent of transhumanism. 
Transhumanism is a movement that aims 
to bring about the eventual merger of the 
human mind with machine minds. Critics 
would say, accurately, that what the trans- 
humanists seek is the extinction of humans 
as they exist today. At a TED presentation 
in 2014, Kurzweil explained, “We’ll have 
nanobots that ... connect our neocortex to 
a synthetic neocortex in the cloud.... Our 
thinking will be a ... biological and non- 
biological hybrid.” 

The obvious commercial application for 
this technology in the short term is virtual 
reality, an area undergoing rapid develop- 
ment. In late September 2021, Facebook 
announced that it was changing its name 
to Meta and would be investing millions 
of dollars in development of what it and 
others are calling the “metaverse.” The 
company envisions this to be a merger of 
analog reality with digital virtual reality in 
which the real world is blended with and 
eventually supplanted by the virtual. No- 
tably, the World Economic Forum — chief 
enabler of UN-aligned transhumanism — 
supports the idea and says that implemen- 
tation of the idea will bring significant 
social, economic, and cultural “transfor- 
mations” occurring “at an accelerated pace 
and universal scale.” 

According to Facebook, “the ‘meta- 
verse’ is a set of virtual spaces where you 
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Tech revolution? Scientist and researcher Sakhrat Khizroev says neural nanotech could become 


a revolutionary technology. 


can create and explore with other people 
who aren’t in the same physical space 
as you. You’ll be able to hang out with 
friends, work, play, learn, shop, create 
and more.” To bring this into existence, 
say Andrew Bosworth and Nick Clegg 
— vice presidents of Facebook Reality 
Labs and Facebook Global Affairs, re- 
spectively — their company will “work 
with experts in government, industry 
and academia to think through issues 
and opportunities in the metaverse. For 
instance,” they continue, “its success de- 
pends on building robust interoperability 
across services, so different companies’ 
experiences can work together. We also 
need to involve the human rights and 
civil rights communities from the start 
to ensure these technologies are built 
in a way that’s inclusive and empower- 
ing.” Initial Facebook collaborators on 
the project include the Organization of 
American States — a “regional agency” 
of the United Nations — the organization 
Women In Immersive Tech, and three or- 
ganizations in Africa: Africa No Filter, 
Electric South, and Imisi3D. 

Now, consider the Facebook metaverse 
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in light of Sakhrat Khizroev’s MENPs 
and his approach to using them as a brain- 
computer interface. Current extended-re- 
ality and virtual-reality technology on the 
consumer side requires a visual interface 
using either VR goggles or “smart” glass- 
es. Consider the possibility — indeed the 
likelihood — that a nanotech-based brain- 
computer interface could replace crude vi- 
sual-interface hardware. Already, millions 
of people worldwide spurn the real world 
for existing social media and immersive 
video games. Nanotech promises to merge 
the real and the virtual, potentially embed- 
ding the metaverse directly into the human 
mind. 


Science Fiction and Science Fact 

What will be real and what will be meta- 
verse “fake” in a near-term future with this 
technology employed ubiquitously? The 
late science-fiction master Philip K. Dick 
repeatedly envisioned this in his works 
describing future worlds where artificial 
reality could hardly be distinguished — 
indeed was indistinguishable — from ac- 
tual, material reality. Though most well- 
known for the story Do Androids Dream of 


ipopba / iStock / Getty Images Plus 


Electric Sheep?, made famous by director 
Ridley Scott’s 1982 masterpiece film ad- 
aptation Blade Runner, a more appropriate 
Philip K. Dick story for our current and 
near-term future age is We Can Remem- 
ber It for You Wholesale. The story was 
the basis for the 1990 film Total Recall 
starring Arnold Schwarzenegger that saw 
character Doug Quail, pining for an ad- 
venture on Mars that he couldn’t afford, 
seek out a sort of virtual-reality alterna- 
tive. Visiting a “Rekal” shop, Quail in- 
quired about the virtual memory he might 
purchase of a two-week Mars vacation. 

Meeting with the Rekal salesman, 
Quail was assured the memory of the 
trip that he received would be indistin- 
guishable — and even better — than a 
real memory. The salesman, Dick wrote, 
“glanced up keenly at Quail. ‘You’ll 
know you went, all right,’ he said. ‘You 
won’t remember us, won’t remember me 
or ever having been here. It’ll be a real 
trip in your mind; we guarantee that. A 
full two weeks of recall; every last pid- 
dling detail. Remember this: if at any 
time you doubt that you really took an 
extensive trip to Mars you can return here 
and get a full refund. You see?” 

When questioned by Quail, who said 
that, nonetheless, he wouldn’t have actu- 
ally gone to Mars, the salesman replied 
that the implanted memory of the trip 
would be better than a real memory. From 
Dick’s story: 


“Ts an extra-factual memory that con- 
vincing?” Quail asked. 

“More than the real thing, sir. Had 
you really gone to Mars as an Inter- 
plan agent, you would by now have 
forgotten a great deal; our analysis of 
true-mem systems — authentic recol- 
lections of major events in a person’s 
life — shows that a variety of details 
are very quickly lost to the person. 
Forever. Part of the package we offer 
you is such deep implantation of 
recall that nothing is forgotten. The 
packet which is fed to you while 
you’re comatose is the creation of 
trained experts, men who have spent 
years on Mars; in every case we ver- 
ify details down to the last iota. And 
you’ve picked a rather easy extra- 
factual system; had you picked Pluto 
or wanted to be Emperor of the Inner 


THE NEW AMERICAN @ JANUARY 31, 2022 


Planet Alliance we’d have much 
more difficulty ... and the charges 
would be considerably greater.” 


Will We Can Remember It for You Whole- 
sale still be fiction two years from now? 
Three years? Ten? What will happen, what 
will be possible, when the chain anchoring 
human experience to reality is fully and 
completely severed? 

Reaching transhumanist nirvana 
through nanotechnology assumes, how- 
ever, that other apocalyptic scenarios 
imagined by some nanotech pioneers do 
not play out. 


Gray Goo? 

You can’t talk about the potential impact of 
nanotechnology and nanorobotics without 
talking about Eric Drexler. One of the more 
forward-thinking and brilliant scientists of 
the last 50 years, Drexler is a nanotech- 
nology pioneer and author of Engines of 
Creation: The Coming Era of Nanotech- 
nology. Published in 1986, the book intro- 
duced the idea of molecular nanotechnol- 
ogy consisting of “assemblers” working 
at the nanoscale. These would be able to 
build a copy of themselves or create most 
other items, assembling them molecule by 
molecule. 

This sounded preposterous to many 
at the time, but self-assembly is already 
a reality. For example, researchers at 
China’s Beihang University in Beijing re- 
ported on their work on “artificial flexible 
sperm-like” nanorobots that were “based 
on self-assembly” in a 2021 preprint re- 
search paper. 

Specifically, the Chinese researchers 
proposed an “artificial flexible sperm-like 
nanorobot synthesized via a facile self-as- 
sembly strategy using Fe304 [magnetite] 
nano beads and flexible polymer flagella 
for the first time, which can generate bi- 
directional flagellar propulsion under pre- 
cessing magnetic fields.” The researchers 
claim in the paper describing their work 
to have succeeded in creating and testing 
their proposed nanorobots. Other research 
of this sort on related subjects is not dif- 
ficult to locate in the literature. 

The technology is not yet to the level of 
Drexler’s envisioned, dangerous assem- 
blers, but it demonstrates technological 
development in that direction. 

This makes Drexler’s ideas of continu- 
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ing relevance, and among those ideas is in- 
cluded the possibility of extreme risk in the 
form of self-assembling nanobots that could 
eat the world and turn it into “gray goo.” In 
Engines of Creation, Drexler posited that 
self-assembling nanorobots could consume 
all the materials of the earth in pursuit of 
their simple-minded goal of self-replica- 
tion. According to Drexler, “‘Plants’ with 
‘leaves’ no more efficient than today’s solar 
cells could out-compete real plants, crowd- 
ing the biosphere with an inedible foliage. 
Tough omnivorous ‘bacteria’ could out- 
compete real bacteria: They could spread 
like blowing pollen, replicate swiftly, and 
reduce the biosphere to dust in a matter of 
days. Dangerous replicators could easily be 
too tough, small, and rapidly spreading to 
stop — at least if we make no preparation. 
We have trouble enough controlling viruses 
and fruit flies.” 

This, said Drexler, had become known 
among “the cognoscenti of nanotechnolo- 
gy” as “‘the gray goo problem.’” He con- 
tinued: “Though masses of uncontrolled 
replicators need not be gray or gooey, the 
term ‘gray goo’ emphasizes that replica- 


tors able to obliterate life might be less in- 
spiring than a single species of crabgrass.” 
To this, Drexler added a warning. “The 
gray goo threat makes one thing perfectly 
clear,” he wrote, continuing, “We cannot 
afford certain kinds of accidents with rep- 
licating assemblers.” 

“Gray goo” is not a current threat, and 
likely won’t be, at least for the near-term 
future. More likely is that nanotech inno- 
vations could be used for evil purposes. 
“Unfortunately, as with nuclear technol- 
ogy, it is far easier to create destructive 
uses for nanotechnology than constructive 
ones,” wrote famed computing pioneer 
and Sun Microsystems co-founder Bill Joy 
in a now-famous essay for Wired maga- 
zine in April 2000. In that essay, titled 
“Why the Future Doesn’t Need Us,” Joy 
wrote, “Nanotechnology has clear military 
and terrorist uses, and you need not be 
suicidal to release a massively destructive 
nanotechnological device — such devices 
can be built to be selectively destructive, 
affecting, for example, only a certain geo- 
graphical area or a group of people who 
are genetically distinct.” 


Polina Shuvaeva / iStock / Getty Images Plus 


Bots on the brain: Transhumanism seeks to create biodigital human hybrids. Nanotechnology is. 
poised to play a significant role in that dubious and dangerous effort. 


Scientists and researchers concerned 
with “existential risks” continue to point 
to nanotechnology as one innovation that 
poses distinctly significant threats to the 
survival of human civilization. 

Physicist and author Luis Del Monte, 
who reports he was previously “a Honey- 
well Executive Director,” states that during 
his career “he led hundreds of physicists, 
engineers, and technology professionals 
engaged in micro to nanotechnology de- 
velopment for the Department of Defense 
(DoD) and commercial applications.” In 
2017 he authored the book Nanoweapons: 
A Growing Threat to Humanity. 

According to Del Monte, the first “sin- 
gularity” of the sort envisioned by Ray 
Kurzweil — when general AI exceeds 
human cognitive capabilities — will 
lead to a second singularity involving 
self-replicating nanobots. Writing for 
HuffPost in 2017, Del Monte argued, 
“Given the strong symbiotic relationship 
between computer power and nanotech- 
nology, we may see both technologies 
progressing faster than their historical 
trends. My rationale is that an advance 


in one technology fosters advances in the 
other.” He continued, “I judge this syn- 
ergy may accelerate the advancement of 
both technologies.” 

On his own website, Del Monte de- 
scribed what he foresaw as the outcome of 
the development of self-replicating nano- 
bots. His vision differs from Drexler’s 
gray goo (which Drexler in recent years 
has backed away from a bit), but is likely 
more realistic. 

“Self-replicating nanobots are the ulti- 
mate invention,” Del Monte said, pointing 
out that they would help solve problems on 
one hand, while proving extremely danger- 
ous on the other. “In medicine,” he pointed 
out, “they will flow through our blood 
preventing diseases and curing injuries. In 
military applications, they will have the ca- 
pability to completely destroy an adversary, 
from its populace to its structures.” 

Unfortunately, he noted, nanobots could 
escape control, presenting considerable 
risks as artificial analogues to biological 
microbes such as bacteria and viruses. 
More complex biological systems, includ- 
ing mammals such as humans, have de- 
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Enter the extra-factual: In 7ota/ Recall, the blockbuster film adaptation of the Philip K. Dick short 
story We Can Remember It for You Wholesale, a future technology was used to implant realistic 
memories into the human mind. With nanotechnologies such as those being explored by several 
DARPA-funded labs, such a future might not be far off. 
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veloped sophisticated immune systems in 
parallel with the existence of biological 
pathogens, and thus have an innate ability 
to protect themselves — if not always suc- 
cessfully — from them. There would be no 
such protection from artificial microbes — 
nanobots — if they escaped control. 

“Strategic nanoweapons, like their nu- 
clear counterparts, pose a threat to human- 
ity,” Del Monte argues. “The major issue 
is control. Will we be able to deploy stra- 
tegic nanoweapons and maintain control 
over them? If, for example, we lost con- 
trol of self-replicating nanobots, we would 
face a technological plague, one that we 
currently have no way of stopping.” 

Nanotechnology is used widely today in 
many diverse applications, and continuing 
research promises near-term future inno- 
vation resulting in outcomes likely to be 
similar to forecasts from early innovators 
and researchers in the technology. Tied 
directly to AI and enabled by advanced 
5G communications technologies, nano- 
technologies are both a boon and a danger 
to mankind. While they will allow fabu- 
lous advances — especially in medicine 
and in materials science — they also have 
direct application to reality-distorting and 
reality-obliterating outcomes such as the 
metaverse plan outlined by Facebook. 

Such a world, in which the human mind 
could be written to directly via a nanotech 
brain-computer interface, would be one in 
which human free will is at risk. Today, in 
some parts of Europe and elsewhere, a dig- 
ital vaccine ID is required to access goods, 
services, and activities. Proposals exist to 
implant that ID via microchip within the 
human body. In China, a social-credit sys- 
tem controls access to goods, services, and 
activities based on the Communist Party’s 
evaluation of a person’s behavior. With a 
nanotech-mediated metaverse, all of these 
things and more can be embedded directly 
in a person’s mind. Imagine, if you will, the 
horror of big-tech censorship, propaganda, 
and control algorithms running with direct 
and controlling access to your mind. It’s a 
chilling thought. 

If the transhumanists have their way, 
nanotechnologies will help make “the 
matrix” real, and it will be embedded di- 
rectly into human biology and the human 
mind. 

If that happens, there will be no 
escape. 
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Freedom 
to Innovate 


by William P. Hoar 


How Innovation Works and Why It 
Flourishes in Freedom, by Matt Ridley, 
New York: Harper Collins, 2020, 406 
pages, hardcover. 


complete with commentary delivered 
by an astute, enlightening conductor, 
How Innovation Works is your ticket. 

The stops along the way include, among 
others, historical chapters on energy, 
transport, public health, food, communi- 
cation and computers, and low technology. 
The innovations discussed span small and 
large topics — from slicing bread to ef- 
fectively shrinking the world with inter- 
national messages that take seconds — 
usually while fighting through practical 
obstacles and political barriers. 

The volume was first published in Great 
Britain as How Innovation Works: Seren- 
dipity, Energy and the Saving of Time; a 
trade paperback version came out in 2021. 

Author Matt Ridley boasts an impres- 
sive curriculum vitae that, rather remark- 
ably, does not interfere with his lucid, 
straightforward prose. He holds two de- 
grees from Oxford University and has 
been the recipient of, among others, the 
Hayek Prize, the Julian L. Simon Memo- 
rial Award, and the Free Enterprise Award 
from the Institute of Economic Affairs. 
Ridley’s multiple books have sold more 
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than a million copies and been translated 
into 30-plus languages. After serving for 
years in various roles at the Economist 
(London), he now regularly writes for 
the Times (London), the British magazine 
Spectator, and the Wall Street Journal. As 
Viscount Ridley, he was elected in 2013 
to the U.K. House of Lords, where he has 
served on the science and technology se- 
lect committee. 

In the book under review, as Ridley ac- 
knowledges, there is some abstract theo- 
rizing and argument, but mainly it is car- 
ried by the telling of stories. Some of the 
players (Thomas Edison, for instance) are 
well-known, while others (such as George 
Stephenson, an English mender of clocks 
who turned into a builder of steam loco- 
motives) are not household names. 

The names of yet others — including 
ancient Mayans who were formulating 
the concept of zero at about the same 
time as an astronomer in western India 
— have been lost to history. The author’s 
chronicles in turn prompted this reviewer 
to raid his shelves for more from an older 
favorite volume (also cited by Ridley) 
— Robert Kaplan’s learned The Noth- 
ing That Is: A Natural History of Zero 
(1999), with Oswald Spengler’s observa- 
tion that the concept of zero “was nothing 
more nor less than the key to the mean- 
ing of existence.” The Kaplan volume is 
more abstruse. 

Modern arithmetic and the use of zero 
was introduced to Europe in the year 1202 
by an Italian merchant named Leonardo 
of Pisa, better known as Fibonacci; he 
learned from his travels and showed other 
merchants how to use “this arithmetic in 
everyday commercial transactions,” writes 


-~ THE REVIEW 


MATT 
RIDLEY ~ 


Dare Fw Femers Meet nationg Meter of 


Te Cate OQptomat 
aK And Why It 
Dh s Flourishes in 
x, - Freedom 
f} 7 ¥ "“Oprsonsted, Pes rarterntative 
A 7 A Ob dat Oe, Cees pres ate” 
re , — Retest Berens (Maret ereel 


Ridley. Fibonacci’s work was “one of the 
most influential compositions in all Euro- 
pean history,” he says. Its dissemination 
over time continued until “Indian nu- 
merals had almost entirely displaced the 
Roman species.” 

This volume (as did Ridley’s previous 
book, The Rational Optimist) accentuates 
innovating, with its gradual path, not the 
more common term of inventing. “Eureka 
moments are rare, possibly non-existent,” 
maintains Ridley, “and where they are cel- 
ebrated it is with the help of big dollops 
of hindsight and long stretches of prepara- 
tion, not to mention multiple wrong turns 
along the way.” 

This inclination clearly plays a major 
part in the credit that Ridley gives to 
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Edison in particular. Yes, notes Ridley, 
Edison did “invent the light bulb,” but 
so also did a panoply of others before 
him — 21 by the author’s reckoning. But 
Edison was the first to “bring everything 
together, to combine it [the bulb] with 
a system of generating and distributing 
electricity.” 

Invention, as Edison put it, is “1 percent 
inspiration and 99 percent perspiration.” 
Yet, notes Ridley, “in effect what he was 
doing was not invention, so much as in- 
novation: turning ideas into practical, re- 
liable and affordable reality.” Persistence 
helps. “I’ve not failed,” Edison once said 
about his bulb. “I’ve just found 10,000 
ways that won’t work.” 

Not all innovations, of course, are suc- 
cessful — but some are startling hits. In 
describing the rapid decrease in the cost 
of computing and communications, Ridley 
comments that those closest to the indus- 
try being disrupted often have misjudged 
what was coming. For example, there was 
Tom Watson, the head of IBM. In Ridley’s 
telling, Watson 


said in 1943, that “there is a world 
market for maybe five computers.” 
Tunis Craven, commissioner of the 
Federal Communications Commis- 
sion, said in 1961: “there is practi- 
cally no chance communications 
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space satellites will be used to pro- 
vide better telephone, telegraph, 
television or radio service inside the 
United States.” Marty Cooper, who 
has as good a claim as anybody to 
have invented the mobile phone, or 
cell phone, said, while director of re- 
search at Motorola in 1981: “Cellu- 
lar phones will absolutely not replace 
local wire systems. Even if you pro- 
ject it beyond our lifetimes, it won’t 
be cheap enough.” 


Don’t be too harsh on them. It is possible, 
as Yogi Berra probably didn’t say, that 
they just made too many wrong mistakes. 
Trial and error will do that for you. 

Sometimes — too often, these days 
— we defeat our own home team. On 
purpose. On the one hand, it’s refresh- 
ing when Ridley reminds us that, in terms 
of its energy density, nuclear power “is 
without equal: an object the size of a suit- 
case, suitably plumbed in, can power a 
town or an aircraft carrier almost indefi- 
nitely.” The development of civil nuclear 
power was, as he puts it, “a triumph of 
applied science.” On the other hand, it’s 
discouraging when you look at recent 
official projections cited by Scientific 
American, where we find that the nation’s 
nuclear electricity generation could fall 
from about 19 percent in 2020 to just 11 
percent by 2050. 

In How Innovation Works, Ridley ex- 
tols how America not only became the 
world’s biggest producer of gas, “it is also 
the world’s biggest producer of crude oil, 
thanks entirely to the shale-fracking revo- 
lution.” Sadly, however, that once-accurate 
observation has now been superseded by 
time and the anti-fossil fuel, progressive- 
led revolution of the Biden administration 
effectively sabotaging energy indepen- 
dence — actions that occurred after this 
book’s publication. 

Everybody seems to be in favor of 
progress — it’s just change that they don’t 
like. There’s more than a little truth to that 
crack. 

Ridley puts it this way: “Innovation is 
one of those things that everybody favours 
in general, and everybody finds a reason 
to be against in particular cases.” For in- 
stance, he makes a convincing case that the 
U.S. government, “in cahoots with crony- 
capitalist firms with huge vested interests, 


made the development of cellular service 
impossible for almost four decades.” 

That’s not an isolated case. The “Re- 
sistance to Innovation” chapter is replete 
with such examples — including of- 
ficial opposition to coffee (even coffee 
cups in Sweden), hansom cab operators 
in London denouncing the introduction 
of umbrellas, obstetricians rejecting an- 
esthesia during childbirth, musicians’ 
unions fighting the playing of recorded 
music on the radio, the Horse Association 
of America battling tractor use, and the 
ice-harvesting industry’s scare campaign 
against refrigerator safety. 

Overregulation, as Ridley stresses, 
favors incumbents. Barriers to innova- 
tion favor the large and those already in 
business. 

More often than not, it is lack of gov- 
ernment meddling and “spillover” effects 
that bear fruit. The global Internet didn’t 
occur because that was the intent of the 
Defense Advanced Research Projects 
Agency (DARPA) funding for computer 
networking, maintains Ridley. The Inter- 
net “only took off when it eventually es- 
caped the clutches of the Defense Depart- 
ment and was embraced by universities 
and businesses.” 

There will undoubtedly be some read- 
ers who don’t agree with certain advances 
commended by the author, perhaps relat- 
ing to certain foods or additives or medical 
treatments. Decide for yourself. There is 
also, unfortunately, a cheap shot against 
former Senator Joe McCarthy dragged in 
rather gratuitously — a short comment 
from a key Democrat enemy of the anti- 
communist (though that is not noted); also 
not mentioned is the fact that the partisan 
foe was smarting for being (rightly) la- 
beled “Sanctimonious Stu” Symington by 
McCarthy. A judicious editor might have 
fixed that — if books still had editors. 

Nonetheless, Ridley sees the goal 
clearly. That’s why he features Thomas 
Jefferson’s words: “Liberty is the parent 
of science and of virtue, and a nation will 
be great in both in proportion as it is free.” 
Similarly, the author recognizes that “in- 
novation is the child of freedom and the 
parent of prosperity.” There have been 
many missteps, and more await. Yet, for 
Matt Ridley, the “future is thrilling,” and 
it is “the improbability drive of innovation 
that will take us there.” Hi 
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Freedom Index 


A Congressional Scorecard Based on i: U.S. Constitution 


Our second look at the 117th Congress 
shows how every member of the House and 
Senate voted on key issues such as abor- 
tion, Build Back Better (House only), and 
COVID vaccine mandates (Senate only). 


1 Juneteenth Federal Holiday. 

S. 475 designates “Juneteenth 
National Independence Day as a legal 
public holiday.” Juneteenth commemo- 
rates June 19, 1865, the day when Major 
General Gordon Granger led Union 
troops into Galveston, Texas, and read 
General Order Number Three, declar- 
ing, “in accordance with a Proclamation 
from the Executive of the United States, 
all slaves are free.” He was referring 
to the Emancipation Proclamation, is- 
sued by President Abraham Lincoln on 
January 1, 1863, which applied only to 
“persons held as slaves within any State 
or designated part of a State” that was 
in “rebellion against the United States.” 


Global healthcare: The United States would move closer to global health regulations, 
represented above by the World Health Organization headquarters in Geneva, if House-passed 
legislation calling for a “Global Health Security Agenda” were enacted. 
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However, slavery was not legally abol- 
ished until the ratification of the 13th 
Amendment to the U.S. Constitution on 
December 6, 1865. 

The House passed S. 475 on June 16, 
2021 by a vote of 415 to 14 (Roll Call 
170). We have assigned pluses to the 


nays because the United States already 
observes 10 other federal holidays. Fur- 
thermore, seeing as slavery ended on 
December 6, not June 19, the inclusion 
of the words “National Independence 
Day” to Juneteenth creates the appear- 
ance of supplanting July 4 as America’s 


Independence Day. This perpetuates 
a false and dangerous notion that the 
United States has different days of in- 
dependence depending on one’s race or 
ancestry, and is consistent with the com- 
munist tactic of “dividing the people” 
along racial lines. 
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Based on the U.S. Constitution” rates congress- 

men based on their adherence to constitutional 

principles of limited government, fiscal responsibility, national 

sovereignty, and a traditional foreign policy of avoiding for- 

eign entanglements. To learn how any representative or senator 

voted on the key measures described herein, look him or her up 
in the vote charts. 

The scores are derived by dividing a congressman’s constitu- 

tional votes (pluses) by the total number he cast (pluses and mi- 

nuses) and multiplying by 100. The average House score for this 
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index is 35 percent, and the average Senate score is 42 percent. 
Seven representatives and three senators earned 100 percent. 
We encourage readers to examine how their own congressmen 
voted on each of the 10 key measures. We also encourage read- 
ers to commend legislators for their constitutional votes, and to 
urge improvement where needed. 

This is our second index for the 117th Congress. Our first 
index for the current Congress (votes 1-10) appeared in our Au- 
gust 9, 2021 issue. An online version of the “Freedom Index” is 
also available (click on “Freedom Index” at TheNewAmerican. 
com). 
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117th CONGRESS, Votes 11-20 


Votes: 11-20 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 1-20 
ALABAMA 
1 Carl (R) 80% - + + - + + + + + + 85% 
2 Moore (R) 89% - + + ? + + + + + + 95% 
3, Rogers (R) 80% + - + - + + + + + + 85% 
4 Aderholt (R) 80% - + + - + + + + + + 85% 
5 Brooks (R) 100% + + + + + + + + + + = 100% 
6 Palmer (R) SIM = & 4 2 ab wok da I 
7 Sewell (D) 0% - - - = = - ee ee 5% 
ALASKA 
AL Young (R) 50% - - - - + + + + + 61% 
ARIZONA 
1 O'Halleran (D) 0% - - - = = - oe eee 5% 
2. Kirkpatrick (D) 0% - - - - - - ee ee 5% 
3, Grijalva (D) 0% - - - = = - ee ee 5% 
4 Gosar (R) 100% + + + + + + + + + + 100% 
5 Biggs (R) 100% + + + + + + + + + + 100% 
6 Schweikert (R) WS 2 # 5 = & fod dha 
7 Gallego (D) 0% - - - = - - ee ee 5% 
8 Lesko (R) 78% - + + - + + + 2? + + 84% 
9 Stanton (D) 0% - - - - = - 5 oe ee 5% 
ARKANSAS 
1 Crawford (R) 70% - - + - + + + + + + 80% 
2 Hill (R) 60% - - - - + + + + + + 75% 
3 Womack (R) Gis = = = = 4 + + + + + 75% 
4 Westerman (R) 70% - - + - + + + + + + 80% 
CALIFORNIA 
1 LaMalfa (R) 80% + - + - + + + + + + 80% 
2 Huffman (D) 0% - - - - - 5% 
3, Garamendi (D) 0% - - - - = = 2 i = = 5% 
4 McClintock (R) 90% + + + - + + + + + + 95% 
5 Thompson (D) 0% - - - - - - 2 se ee 5% 
6 Matsui (D) 0% - - - = = - oe eee 5% 
7 Bera (D) iS 8 6 Ss = os = 5% 
8 Obernolte (R) 60% - - - - + + + + + + 80% 
9 McNerney (D) 0% - - - - - - 2 ee 5% 
10 Harder (D) 0% - - - - = - 5 8 ee 5% 
11 DeSaulnier (D) 0% - - - - - - ee ee 5% 
12 Pelosi (D) 0% - ? ? ? - - 5 es ee 6% 
13 Lee (D) 0% =< FP = = + - ee ee 5% 
14 Speier (D) 0% - - - - - - ee ee 5% 
15 Swalwell (D) (ya aS ee ese ee a - 5 2s = e 5% 
16 Costa (D) 0% = = &= = a ae ee 5% 
17 Khanna (D) 0% - - - - - - ee ee 5% 
18 Eshoo (D) 0% - - - - = - ee ee 5% 
19 Lofgren (D) 0% - - - - = - ee ee 5% 
20 Panetta (D) 0% - - - - - a a 5% 
21 Valadao (R) GW = 2 = = a ode deh kM 
22 Nunes (R) 60% - - - - + + + + + + 70% 
23 McCarthy (R) GIs = = = = ab + + + + + 75% 
24 Carbajal (D) 0% - - - - = - ee ee 5% 
25 Garcia (R) 70% - - + - + + + + + + 85% 
26 Brownley (D) 0% +- - - - = - ee ee 5% 
27 Chu (D) 0% - - - = = - oe eee 5% 
28 Schiff (D) 0% - - - = = - ee ee 5% 
29 Cardenas (D) 0% - - - - - - ee ee 5% 
30 Sherman (D) 0% - - - - = - 2 ef ee 5% 
31 Aguilar (D) 0% = = = = = Be Se oe 5% 


Votes: 11-20 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 1-20 
32 Napolitano (D) 0% - - - = = - 5 oe ee 5% 
33 Lieu (D) 0% - - - - = Ao os) See 5% 
34 Gomez (D) 0% - - - = = - ee ee 5% 
35 Torres (D) 0% - - - = = - ee ee 5% 
36 Ruiz (D) 0% - - - - = - ee ee 5% 
37 Bass (D) 0% - - - = = - ee ee 5% 
38 Sanchez (D) 0% - - - = = - oe eee 5% 
39 Kim (R) 60% - - - - + oo TBM 
40 Roybal-Allard (D) 0% - - - - = - ee ee 5% 
41 Takano (D) 0% - - - - = ee eco 5% 
42. Calvert (R) 60% - - - - + + + + + + = 75% 
43, Waters (D) 0% - - - - = - ee ee 5% 
44 Barragén (D) 0% - - - = = - ee ee 5% 
45 Porter (D) 10% - - - + - =e fey e=) B= 10% 
46 Correa (D) 0% - - - - = - eee 5% 
47 Lowenthal (D) 0% - - - = = a) ee 5% 
48 Steel (R) 60% - - - - + + + + + + 80% 
49 Levin (D) 0% - - - - = = = = Fo 5% 
50 Issa (R) 63% - - - ? ? + + + + + 83% 
51 Vargas (D) 0% +- - - - - eee) eee 5% 
52 Peters (D) 0% - - - = = - ee ee 5% 
53 Jacobs (D) 0% - - - - - - ee ee 5% 
COLORADO 
1 DeGette (D) 0% - - - = = - ee ee 5% 
2 Neguse (D) 0% - - - - = - ee ee 5% 
3 Boebert (R) 80% - + + - + + + + + + 89% 
4 Buck (R) 80% - + + - + + + + + + 90% 
5 Lamborn (R) 80% - + + - + + + + + + 85% 
6 Crow (D) 0% - - - - = 2 oe & 8 & 5% 
7 Perlmutter (D) 0% - - - = = - eee 5% 
CONNECTICUT 
1 Larson (D) 0% - - - - = = = el i= 5% 
2 Courtney (D) 0% - - - - = - ee ee 5% 
3 DeLauro (D) 0% - - - - = oe ce 5% 
4 Himes (D) 0% - - - - = - ee ee 5% 
5 Hayes (D) 0% - - - - = cee 5% 
DELAWARE 
AL Blunt Rochester (D) 0% - = - - - - of oe 5% 
FLORIDA 
1 Gaetz (R) 90% - + + + + + + + + + 95% 
2 Dunn (R) 70% - - + = + + + + + + 80% 
3 Cammack (R) 80% - + + - + + + + + + 90% 
4 Rutherford (R) 60% - - - - + + + + + + 75% 
5 Lawson (D) 0% +- ? - = - Pee oe ae 6% 
6 Waltz (R) 60% - - - - + + + + + + 75% 
7 Murphy (D) Wo = 2 = = «= 2 = Ss = 5% 
8 Posey (R) 90% - + + + + + + + + + 95% 
9 Soto (D) 0% - - -~ = = - ee ee 5% 
10 Demings (D) 0% - - - - = - ee ee 5% 
11 Webster (R) (0% 2 = = = & ho ee TUNG 
12 Bilirakis (R) 60% - - - - + + + + + + 75% 
13 Crist (D) 0% - - - - = a 5% 
14 Castor (D) 0% - - - = = - ee ee 5% 
15 Franklin (R) 70% - - + - + + + + + + 80% 
16 Buchanan (R) 60% - - - - + + + + + + = 70% 
17 Steube (R) 80% - + + - + + + + + + 90% 
18 Mast (R) 70% - - + = + + + + + + 80% 


The scores are derived by dividing the constitutionally correct votes (pluses) by the total number of pluses and minuses and multiplying by 100. (A “?” means a rep. did not vote. If a rep. 
cast fewer than five votes in this index, a score is not assigned.) Match numbers at the top of the chart to House vote descriptions on pages 22, 24, and 26. 
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10 Foundation. 

12 G HR. 2095 would authorize $77.9 
billion through fiscal 2026 for federal 
funding of science and engineering re- 
search and development. Over these five 
years, National Science Foundation (NSF) 
spending would increase from $12.5 bil- 
lion in fiscal 2022 to an annual level of 
$17.9 billion in fiscal 2026. This bill 
would also create a new NSF Director- 
ate for Science and Engineering Solutions 
to fund research and development in re- 
sponse to “societal challenges” including 
climate change and “social and economic 
inequality.” 

The House passed H.R. 2225 on June 
28, 2021 by a vote of 345 to 67 (Roll Call 
186). We have assigned pluses to the nays 
because there is no authorization in the 
Constitution to fund research and develop- 
ment, except for national defense. 


UHR. 301 ould require the presi- 
dent to develop and implement a strategy 
for advancing the Global Health Security 
Agenda, an international partnership to ad- 
dress global health threats posed by infec- 
tious diseases, which was launched by the 
United States and nearly 30 other nations in 
February 2014. One year later, the United 
Nations adopted the Sustainable Develop- 
ment Goals, which include specific refer- 
ence to the importance of global health 
security. H.R. 391 would also require the 
president to: (1) create a new position with- 
in the U.S. government of “global health 
security strategy coordinator”; and (2) in 
cooperation with “relevant United Nations 
agencies, including the World Health Or- 
ganization,” create a new “Fund for Global 
Health Security and Pandemic Prepared- 
ness.” U.S. contributions to the fund would 
be authorized by H.R. 391. 

The House passed H.R. 391 on June 28, 
2021 by a vote of 307 to 112 (Roll Call 
188). We have assigned pluses to the nays 
because the Constitution does not autho- 
rize any spending for domestic healthcare, 
let alone international healthcare. 


al \frica Inter- 
™ H. R. pes would 
allow the secretary of state to establish 
the “Trans-Sahara Counterterrorism 
Partnership (TSCTP) Program.” The 
TSCTP Program would “coordinate all 
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programs, projects, and activities of the 
United States Government in countries 
in North and West Africa,” including im- 
proving the “ability of military and law 
enforcement entities in partner coun- 
tries to detect, disrupt, respond to, and 
prosecute violent extremist and terrorist 
activity,” to “cooperate with the United 
States and other partner countries on 
counterterrorism and counter-extremism 
efforts,” and to “enhance the border se- 
curity capacity of partner countries,” 
along with helping those African govern- 
ments provide numerous social services 
for their citizens. 

The House passed H.R. 567 on June 
29, 2021 by a vote of 395 to 15 (Roll Call 
192). We have assigned pluses to the nays 
because the U.S. Constitution does not au- 
thorize Congress or the Executive Branch 
to enter into permanent military alliances 
(which could result in dragging the United 
States into a war), provide or facilitate so- 
cial services in foreign countries, or pro- 
tect the borders of countries overseas, es- 
pecially when our national borders remain 
unprotected. 


E January 6 Committee. House 

iw Resolution 503 established the “Se- 
lect Committee to Investigate the January 
6th Attack on the United States Capitol.” 


rt 
J 


The committee has issued subpoenas tar- 
geting conservative lawmakers and allies 
of former President Trump, including 
Representative Jim Jordan (R-Ohio) and 
former White House Chief of Staff Mark 
Meadows, among others. In an interview 
with Breitbart News, Jordan described the 
committee as “the weaponization of gov- 
ernment,” adding, “It’s all designed to go 
after President Trump.” 

The House passed H.R. 503 on June 
30, 2021 by a vote of 222 to 190 (Roll 
Call 197). On December 8, 2021, Mead- 
ows filed a lawsuit against House Speaker 
Nancy Pelosi and all nine members of the 
January 6 Committee. The lawsuit, which 
describes the committee’s actions as “un- 
constitutional,” rightfully points out, “To 
the extent Congress seeks to utilize sub- 
poenas to investigate and punish perceived 
criminal wrongdoing, it unconstitutionally 
intrudes on the prerogatives of the Execu- 
tive Branch.” Furthermore, the January 
6 Committee is part of a growing trend 
toward tyranny and political persecution. 
For these reasons we have assigned pluses 
to the nays. 


eratio p- 
| | This bill (HE R. 
43 73) would provide $62. 2 billion for the 
State Department, foreign operations, 


Political theater: The January 6 Committee was intended from the beginning to put on a show 
trial rather than to impartially search for the truth. 
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Votes: 11-20 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 1-20 Votes: 11-20 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 1-20 
19 Donalds (R) 80% - + + - + + + + + + 90% 3, Axne (D) 0% - - - - = - ee ee 5% 
20 Vacant 4 Feenstra (R) 60% - - - - + + + + + + 80% 
21 Frankel (D) 0% S = aa oi = = = e z = 5% KANSAS 
22 Deutch (D) 0% - - - = - Se 5% 1 Mann (R) 80% - + + - + + + + + + 90% 
23 Wasserman Schultz (D) 0% =  - - = = ei fe 5% 2 LaTurner (R) 70% - - + - + + + + + + 80% 
24 Wilson (D) 0% - - - - = - 5 fee 5% 3, Davids (D) on a ee ee Sra 5% 
25 Diaz-Balart (R) 00K si: aa ee a cca ae a 070 4 Estes (R) 80% - + + - + + + + + + 85% 
26 Gimenez (R) 60% - - - - + + + + + + 65% 
27 Salazar (R) (QQ 2 = = 5 a fo db dk db dk (GRIMS Tae 7a , 89% 
omer 2 + + + + + % 
GEORGIA 2 Guthrie (R) 60% - - - - + + + + + + 75% 
1 Carter (R) 75% - - + 2? ? + + + + + 83% 3 Yarmuth (D) 0 ee Ta aaa 5% 
2 Bishop (D) We 2 2 2 = 5 Seach ea 5% 4 Massie (R) 100% + + + + + + + + + + 100% 
3 Ferguson (R) 70% - - + = + + + + + + 80% 5 Rogers (R) 60% - - - - + + + + + + 75% 
4 Johnson (D) Ngee ete meee - 7 5 = = 5% |G Barr (R) 60% - - - - + + + + + + 75% 
5 Williams (D) 0% - - - = = - ee ee 5% LOUISIANA 
6 McBath (D) 0% - - - - - - ee ee 5% . 
1 Scalise (R) 78% - - + 2? + + + + + + 84% 
7 Bourdeaux (D) 0% - - - - = - ee ee 5% 
2 Carter (D) 0% - - - - = - - 9% 
8 Scott (R) 70% - - + - + + + + + + 80% cash 
3, Higgins (R) SOG = f f FY 2? 2 + + + + 87% 
9 Clyde (R) 90% + + + - + + + + + + 89% 7 7 a 
10 Hice (R) 8% - 2722 + ar a aa e ee 4 Johnson (R) 78% - + + - ? + + + + + 84% 
‘0 : : : ‘0 
; 5 Letlow (R) Ws = & = = & eo oe ok | BM 
11 Loudermilk (R) 80% - + + - + + + + + + 85% & Geaves (B) 70% 800% 
12 Allen (R) Ke rae ae aera 4 ‘aves a a ee ee % 
13 Scott (D) 0% - - - = = - ee ee 5% | MAINE 
14 Greene (R) 90% - + + + + + + + + + 95% 1 Pingree (D) Oa ee 3 oa: 5% 
HAWATI 2 Golden (D) 10% - - - = - - + 30% 
1 Case (D) 0% - - - - - - - - = = 5% | MARYLAND 
2 Kahele (D) mee oyna Bs ta ome same 5% 1 Harris (R) 80% - + + - + + + + + + 84% 
2 Ruppersberger (D) 0% - - - = = - 5 eee 5% 
IDAH 
[ 3, Sarbanes (D) (Ee 
1 Fulcher (R) 83% - 2? 2? ? ? + + + + + 88% 4 Brown (D) 0% 5% 
2 Simpson (R) 60% - - - - + + + + + + 70% Sa en) aie SF SO - 
() = a = = = = = = = ia ‘0 
ILLINOIS 6 Trone (D) 0% - - - - = S28 f= = 5% 
1 Rush (D) 0% - - - = = 2s ee 5% 7 Mfume (D) (Cn ae Se 5% 
2 Kelly (D) OS 2 = 2 2 5 ie 5% 8 Raskin (D) 0% - - - = = soe ee 5% 
3, Newman (D) 0% - - - = = - oe eee 5% 
4 Garcia (D) ry | Users 
: ! ” | 1 Neal (D) 1) Ses Ons = 
> Quigley (D) i SF a 2 McGovern (D) 0% - - - = 5% 
6 Casten (D) 0% - - - - = ==) = 27> 5% a : a 2 
. " a 3 Trahan (D) 0% - - - - = - ee ee 5% 
7 Davis (D) cE a eee 2% 4 Auchincloss (D) 0% - - - = = - ee ee 5% 
8 Krishnamoorthi(D) 0% - - - - - so fet Ee 5% 
5; | 5 Clark () (Vis 2 hoe Se Se ee ae 
9 Schakowsky (D) 0% - - - - - - ee ee 5% 6 Moulton (D 0% % 
10 Schneider (D) Coe ona es La A A aa 
‘0 ‘0 
7 Pressley (D) 10% - - - - - a 10% 
11 Foster (D) 0% - - - - - a Nah hs ee _ 35 5% 8 Iynch (D) 0% 5% 
12 Bost (R) 60% - - - - + + + + + + 70% 9 pear (0) me as : = 
13 Davis (R) 60% - - - - + + + + + + 70% 6 8 rs . 
14 Underwood (D) 0% - - - - - - - - = = 5% | MICHIGAN 
15 Miller (R) 89% - + + + ? + + + + + 94% 1 Bergman (R) 70% - - + - + + + + + + 79% 
16 Kinzinger (R) AMS = 2 = = = Boe Se GK 2 Huizenga (R) 70% - - + = + + + + + + 80% 
17 Bustos (D) 0% - - - = = a bar eee 5% 3, Meijer (R) 60% - - - - + + + + + + 70% 
18 LaHood (R) GW co « « 5 a ode og ds gs GW 4 Moolenaar (R) 70% - + - = + + + + + + 80% 
5 Kildee (D) 0% - - - = = - ee ee 5% 
DIANA 
INDIA ‘5 é 6 Upton (R) S% = = = = & 6 & & = & (OM 
s Mins) OF 8% | 7 Walberg (R) 80% 85% 
2 Walorski (R) GW = 2 s = & + + + + + 75% ers (A es aes oF 
@ eo ‘ 9 9 
3 Banks (R) 88% - + + ? ? + + + + + 89% ey) a 77S ae 
(a) ¢ ¢ ( 5 
ae 9 Levin (D) 0% - - - - = - ee ee 5% 
Baird (R) GIs = 2 = = 4b + + + + + 70% . 
10 McClain (R) 70% - - + - + + + + + + 80% 
5 Spartz (R) 60% - - - - + + + + + + 80% 5 
6 11 Stevens (D) 0% - - - = = - ee ee 5% 
Pence (R) 80% - + + - + + + + + + 85% 12 Dingell (D) 0% 5% 
7 Carson (D) 0% - - - - = - ee ee 5% 8 Wer H Aer ae ——— . 
13 Tlaib (D) 20% - - - - = t+ - - + - 16% 
8 Bucshon (R) 60% - - - - + + + + + + 75% (ec oe 5% 
9 Hollingsworth (R) 60% - - - - + + + + + + 75% s “== <” 
MINNESOTA 
IOWA 
0, 2 wd % 1 Le) 
1 Hinson (R) i ee : oe @®) ss a _ 
2 Miller-Meeks (R) 60% - - - - + + + + + + 75% nats SW ~ a = 


The scores are derived by dividing the constitutionally correct votes (pluses) by the total number of pluses and minuses and multiplying by 100. (A “?” means a rep. did not vote. If a rep. 
cast fewer than five votes in this index, a score is not assigned.) Match numbers at the top of the chart to House vote descriptions on pages 22, 24, and 26. 


Call 1-800-727-TRUE to subscribe today! 25 


and related programs for fiscal 2022, a 
12-percent increase over the amount ap- 
propriated for the previous fiscal year. 
Loaded with foreign aid, the bill’s pro- 
visions include $29.6 billion for bilat- 
eral economic assistance, $9 billion for 
international security assistance, and $4 
billion for multilateral assistance. It also 
includes $3 billion to address climate 
change and other environmental issues, 
including a multilateral Green Climate 
Fund. 

The House passed H.R. 4373 on July 
28, 2021 by a vote of 217 to 212 (Roll 
Call 243). We have assigned pluses to the 
nays because the United States cannot af- 
ford to give aid to the rest of the world (in 
fact, the United States must borrow the 
money it gives away, since it is operating 
in the red), and there is no constitutional 
authorization to do so. 


“J Voting Rights. H.R. 4 would re- 
establish a “preclearance” process 
similar to what existed under the 1965 
Voting Rights Act prior to 2013. Under 
it, states would be required to obtain 
permission from the U.S. Department of 
Justice prior to implementing modifica- 
tions to their election laws. The types 
of election laws subject to preclearance 
under H.R. 4 include redistricting, and 
the bill effectively prohibits new voter 
ID laws or rollbacks of “multilingual 
voting materials.” 

The House passed H.R. 4 on August 
24, 2021 by a vote of 219 to 212 (Roll 
Call 260). We have assigned pluses to the 
nays because not only does this bill un- 
dermine election integrity, but it infring- 
es upon state sovereignty as established 
under the 10th Amendment, subjugating 
it to the whims of federal bureaucrats. 


s © ADC H.R. 3755, the pro- 
a Wharton; 7 eesion known as 
the “Women’s Health Protection Act of 
2021,” would “protect a person’s abil- 
ity to determine whether to continue or 
end a pregnancy” and “protect a health 
care provider’s ability to provide abor- 
tion services.” Representative Judy Chu 
(D-Calif.), the bill’s sponsor, said her 
bill was needed because “we have seen 
an unprecedented number of state-based 
attacks on a woman’s right to choose.” 
The House passed H.R. 3755 on Sep- 
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Right to life: The House-passed “Women’s Health Protection Act” would deny the right to life of 
preborn babies in the name of protecting women’s health. 


tember 24, 2021 by a vote of 218 to 211 
(Roll Call 295). We have assigned pluses 
to the nays because abortion has noth- 
ing to do with the protection of women’s 
health, despite the name of the bill; and 
there is no right to an abortion in the Con- 
stitution, the 1973 Roe v. Wade decision 
notwithstanding. 
iQ Infrasi . H.R. 3684 would 
we upead $1. 2 ttillion altogether, 
with $550 billion being new spending. 
Among numerous other provisions, H.R. 
3684 would spend $110 billion on roads 
and bridges, $66 billion on rail projects, 
$65 billion on broadband, $62 billion on 
Energy Department programs, $55 bil- 
lion on water infrastructure, $39 billion 
on public transportation, $25 billion on 
airports, and $7.5 billion on electric- 
vehicle charging stations. The bill also 
mandates that states create carbon-re- 
duction programs subject to federal ap- 
proval, creates a mileage-tax pilot pro- 
gram, and defines “gender identity” as a 
protected class. 

The House passed H.R. 3684 on No- 
vember 5, 2021 by a vote of 228 to 206 
(Roll Call 369). We have assigned pluses 
to the nays because Congress is failing to 
address its fiscally irresponsible budget- 
ing and appropriating process that yielded 
a federal deficit of $2.77 trillion in fiscal 


2021. Moreover, virtually all of the bill’s 
provisions fall outside the Constitution’s 
specified powers. 


suild Back B . The Build 

J Back Bete Ak (HL R. 5376) is the 
Beaterpines of President Biden’s adminis- 
trative agenda. Officially it would spend 
a total of $1.75 trillion, but the actual cost 
is expected to be much higher according 
to other estimates. The bill would imple- 
ment the agenda of the World Econom- 
ic Forum’s collectivist “Great Reset,” 
provide amnesty for millions of illegal 
aliens, allocate $555 billion for imple- 
menting the far-left “Green New Deal,” 
override state laws that protect the sanc- 
tity of preborn children while also fund- 
ing abortions in the United States, and 
impose $700,000 fines on employers vi- 
olating Biden’s unconstitutional vaccine 
mandate through OSHA, among other 
radical provisions. 

The House passed H.R. 5376 on No- 
vember 19, 2021 by a vote of 220 to 213 
(Roll Call 385). We have assigned pluses 
to the nays because by passing this bill 
Congress is failing to address its fiscally 
irresponsible budgeting and appropriat- 
ing process. The Build Back Better Act is 
projected to add $367 billion to the defi- 
cit. Moreover, virtually all of the bill’s 
provisions are unconstitutional. | 
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Votes: 11-20 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 1-20 Votes: 11-20 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 1-20 
3, Phillips (D) 0% - - - - = - eee 5% 10 Nadler (D) 0% - ? - - = a 5% 
4 McCollum (D) 0% - - - - - = 2 2 = = 5% 11 Malliotakis (R) 50% - - - - + + + + - + 70% 
5 Omar (D) 10% - - - - - a 10% 12 Maloney (D) 0% - - - - = - eee 5% 
6 Emmer (R) Gs = = = = & & & & & & TEM 13 Espaillat (D) 0% = #« « 2 =» a 5% 
7 Fischbach (R) 70% - - + - + + + + + + 80% 14 Ocasio-Cortez (D) 30% - - - + - t+ - = + - 21% 
8 Stauber (R) GQU% 2 = = = & de odbc SIMS 15 Torres (D) (0 > 5 Ss = 5 5% 
MISSISSIPPI 16 Bowman (D) 20% - - - + = a 15% 
1 Kelly (R) 80% - + + - + + + + + + 85% 17 Jones (D) is ae Se ie ad 
2 Thompson (D) 0% - - - - = = = = = = 10% 18 Maloney (D) 0% - - - = - TOF 5% 
3, Guest (R) 86% - 2? 2 2 4 + + + + + 88% 19 Delgado (D) en enone SSeS 5% 
4 Palazzo (R) 70% - - + - + + 4 + + + 80% | 20 Tonko (D) Oe sys Se 5% 
21 Stefanik (R) GWA = = 2 = # + + + + + 70% 
MISSOURI 5 22 Tenney (R) 60% - - - = + + + + + + 68% 
it Base) SO | |, ae a ae Seer ea 
2 Wagner (R) 60% - - - - + t+ + + + + ee 24 Katko (R) 50% - - - - 4 bok ok} + 50% 
3 malo (R) _ - : : ; + + + + + + De 25 Morelle (D) a ae I Selaeiar 5% 
4 Hartzler (R) 8 i Sf as + + t+ + + eee 26 Higgins (D) 0% - - - - Spe ee pe 5% 
5 Cleaver (D) a i aaa ae a 5% | Jacobs (R) 60% - - - - + + + + + + 70% 
6 Graves (R) 70% - - + - + + + + + + 80% 
7 Long (R) 60% - - - - + + + + + + 75% NORTH CAROLINA ; 5 
8 Smith (R) 70% - - + - + + + + + + 80% 1 Butterfield (D) Oe eS Ss anne nee 4 5% 
2 Ross (D) 0% - - - - - oes) eee 5% 
MONTANA ; - 3, Murphy (R) 70% - - + - + + + + + + 79% 
AL Rosendale (R) 100% + + + + + + + + + + 100% 4 Price (D) (ae ea aa 5% 
NEBRASKA 5 Foxx (R) 80% - + + - + + + + + + 85% 
1 Fortenberry (R) 60% - - - - + + + + + + 74% 6 Manning (D) (Welle so Sens = 5. oe = 5% 
2 Bacon (R) 50% - - - - + + + + - + 70% 7 Rouzer (R) 70% - - + - + + + + + + 80% 
3, Smith (R) WY = = & = & + + + + + 79% 8 Hudson (R) 80% - + + - + + + + + + 85% 
NEVADA 9 Bishop (R) 90% - + + + + + + + + + 95% 
1 Titus (D) 0% - - - - = oe os ee 5% | 10 McHenry (R) 67% 2? - - = + + + + + + 82% 
2 Amodei (R) G@% = 2 5 =o & + + + + + 70% | 11 Cawthorn (R) 70% - - + - + + + + + + 85% 
3 Lee (D) 0% «- ? © = « e wo Tee eee 5% 12 Adams (D) 0% -~- - - = = = ee 5% 
4 Horsford (D) (i eae ie 5% | 13 Budd (R) 80% - + + - + + + + + + 85% 
NEW HAMPSHIRE NORTH DAKOTA 
1 Pappas (D) | ae ee 5% | AL Armstrong (R) 60% - - - - + + + + + + 75% 
2 Kuster (D) Oe ee 2 2 = = 2 5% | OHIO 
NEW JERSEY 1 Chabot (R) 60% - - - - + + + + + + 75% 
1 Norcross (D) 0% - - - - - Saf 2 Gn oe 5% 2 Wenstrup (R) 60% - - - - + + + + + + 75% 
2. Van Drew (R) 50 ne nnelGo% | > Beatty (D) 0% <2 Fe 4 pote + 5% 
3 Kim (D) 0% - - - - = ake es ee 5% 4 Jordan (R) 89% - + + 2? + + + + + + 95% 
4 Smith (R) 50 a Anes eu fe GER 5 Latta (R) 70% - - + - + + + + + + 80% 
5 Gottheimer (D) 0% - - - = = bof 8 & 3 5% 6 Johnson (R) 60% - - - - + + + + + + 75% 
6 Pallone (D) oe eee Rae ene 5% 7 Gibbs (R) 70% - - + - + + + + + + 80% 
7 Malinowski (D) 0% - 2 - = = ele 5% 8 Davidson (R) 70% - + - - + + + + + + 85% 
8 Sires (D) O32 = = = & = 2 2 = = 5% | 9 Kaptur (D) 0% se at DM 
9 Pascrell (D) 0% - - - - = Pa ae 5% 10 Turner (R) 60% - - - - + + + + + + 75% 
10 Payne (D) Wh 2 2 2 = « - 2 = = = 5% | 1H Brown (D) zt 
11 Sherrill (D) 0% - 2 - = = ae are 5% | 12 Balderson (R) 60% - - - - + + + + + + 74% 
12 Watson Coleman (D) 0% - - - - - oe ee 5% | 13 Ryan) Oe ees ss Si as ements 5% 
14 Joyce (R) G% 2 «© = = & owe THONG 
NEW MEXICO 
1 Stansbury (D) 0% gg: | ee ater Oe ma 
Oo oe a i R 9 ye rie Me 9 
2 Herrell (R) a | Maceo ae Se ee 
3 Leger Fernandez (D) 0% - - - - - - oe eee 5% | OKLAHOMA 
NEW YORK 1 Hern (R) 80% - + + - + + + + + + 85% 
: 2 Mullin (R) GWA = = 2 = # + + + + + 75% 
1 Zeldin (R) 70% - - + - + + + + + + 80% " 
; 3 Lucas (R) 60% - - - - + + + + + + 75% 
2 Garbarino (R) 50% - - - - + + + + - + 60% a - 
. 4 Cole (R) QA = = = = # dod ak SN 
3 Suozzi (D) Ls ee 3% 5 Bice (R) 70% - - + - + + + + + + 80% 
4 Rice (D) 0% - ? - = - - ee ee 5% 
5 Meeks (D) WO 2 2 = 2 « ee) | OREGON 
6 Meng (D) 0%- ese = = 3 a oa te 5% 1 Bonamici (D) 0% - - - - = - ee ee 5% 
7 Velazquez (D) we ee aa See 5% 2 Bentz (R) 60% - - - - + + + + + + 70% 
8 Jeffries (D) 0% - - - - = ~~ eos we 5% 3 Blumenauer (D) 0% - - - ? - - - = = 5% 
9 Clarke (D) (a ae an are 5% 4 DeFazio (D) 0% - - - - = a 5% 
5 Schrader (D) 0% - - - - = - ee ee 5% 


The scores are derived by dividing the constitutionally correct votes (pluses) by the total number of pluses and minuses and multiplying by 100. (A “?” means a rep. did not vote. If a rep. 


cast fewer than five votes in this index, a score is not assigned.) Match numbers at the top of the chart to House vote descriptions on pages 22, 24, and 26. 
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Votes: 11-20 11°12 13 #14 #15 16 17 18 19 20 1-20 Votes: 11-20 11°12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 1-20 
PENNSYLVANIA 20 Castro (D) 0% - - - = = - ee ee 5% 
1 Fitzpatrick (R) 50% - - - - + + + + - + 50% 21 Roy (R) 100% + + + + ? + + + + + 100% 
2 Boyle (D) 0% +- - - - - - = = = = 5% | 22 Nehls (R) 60% - - - - + + + + + + 75% 
3, Evans (D) 0% = = SS 4 -s - ee ee 5% 23 Gonzales (R) (0% 2s = 2 = # ode aS 
4 Dean (D) 0% - - - - - - ee ee 5% 24 Van Duyne (R) 70% - - + - + + + + + + 80% 
5 Scanlon (D) 0% - - - = = - ee ee 5% 25 Williams (R) 75% - - + ? ? + + + + + 83% 
6 Houlahan (D) 0% - - - - = set bo ee 5% 26 Burgess (R) 70% - - + - + + + + + + 85% 
7 Wild (D) 0% - - - = = - ee ee 5% 27 Cloud (R) cho = 2 Poon eee ae au 94% 
8 Cartwright (D) 0% - - - - = oe ee 5% 28 Cuellar (D) 10% - - - - = ee 15% 
9 Meuser (R) 70% - - + - + + + + + + 80% 29 Garcia (D) 0% - - - - - = 5% 
10 Perry (R) 78% - + + - + + + + + 2? 84% 30 Johnson (D) 0% - - - - = - ee ee 5% 
11 Smucker (R) 60% - - - - + + + + + + 70% 31 Carter (R) 70% - - + - + + + + + + 80% 
12 Keller (R) 60% - - - - + + + + + + 75% 32 Allred (D) 0% - - - - = - ee ee 5% 
13 Joyce (R) 70% - - + - + + + + + + 80% | 33 Veasey (D) 0% - - - - - ee eee 5% 
14 Reschenthaler (R) 70% - - + - + + + + + + 80% 34 Vela (D) 0% - - - - = - ee ee 5% 
15 Thompson (R) 60% - - - - + + + + + + 70% 35 Doggett (D) 0% - - - - = - ee ee 5% 
16 Kelly (R) GIs = 2 = = ab + + + + + 75% 36 Babin (R) 70% - - + - + + + + + + 79% 
17 Lamb (D) 0% - - - - = - eee 5% UTAH 
18 Doyle (D) Oe See areca 5% 1 Moore (R) 75% - 2? 2 - + + + + + + 83% 
RHODE ISLAND 2 Stewart (R) 70% - + - - + + + + + + 85% 
1 Cicilline (D) 0% - - - = = - 5 eee 5% 3 Curtis (R) (0% = = = = & Sf & & BEM 
2 Langevin (D) WS © = 2 = -& Se Se ee 5% 4 Owens (R) 60% - - - - + + + + + + = 75% 
SOUTH CAROLINA VERMONT 
1 Mace (R) 80% - + + - + + + + + + 90% AL Welch (D) 0% +- - - - = - ee ee 5% 
2 Wilson (R) 70% - - + = + + + + + + 79% | vIRGINIA 
3 Duncan (R) 80% - + + - + + + + + + 85% 1 Wittman (R) 30% - - £ - + + + + + + 80% 
4 Timmons (R) isa = Ee eS + + + + + 83% 2 Luria (D) Whe Soe aes as a rane Sa 0% 
5 Norman (R) 100% + + + ? + + + + + + 95% 3 Scott (D) 0% - - - - = oe es 5% 
6 Clyburn (D) ce a 7 7 7 ss 5% | 4 McBachin (D) (i a oe: 
7 Rice (R) 80% - + + - + + + + + + 85% 5 Good (R) 88% - + +2? + + +t +t + 94% 
SOUTH DAKOTA 6 Cline (R) 80% - + + - + + + + + + 85% 
AL Johnson (R) 60% - - - - + + + + + + 75% 7 Spanberger (D) 0% - - - = = - ee ee 5% 
TENNESSEE 8 Beyer (D) 0% - - - = = 2 6 22 5 5% 
1 Harshbarger (R) 80% - + + - + + + + + + 85% 9 Griffith (R) 80% - + + - + + + + + + 90% 
2 Burchett (R) 80% - + + - + + + + + + 90% 10 Wexton (D) 0 ee Se Se eee 5% 
3, Fleischmann (R) 70% - - + - + + + + + + 80% | 11 Connolly (D) OM, SSS oe eas 5% 
4 DesjJarlais (R) 90% + + + - + + + + + + 90% | WASHINGTON 
5 Cooper (D) 0% - - - = = - 5 oe ee 5% 1 DelBene (D) 0% = = =) = = =e er es 5% 
6 Rose (R) Che = + + + + + 88% 2 Larsen (D) 0% - - - - = - ee ee 5% 
7 Green (R) 80% - + + - + + + + + + 89% 3 HerreraBeutler (R) 60% - - - - + + + + + + 70% 
8 Kustoff (R) 70% - - + - + + + + + + 80% 4 Newhouse (R) 60% = = = = + + + + + + 65% 
9 Cohen (D) 0% - - - - = - 5 eee 5% 5 Rodgers (R) (0% 2s = = = £ ee ee ee 
TEXAS 6 Kilmer (D) 0% - - - - = - oe eee 5% 
1 Gohmert (R) 88% - + + ? ? + + + + + 94% 7 Jayapal (D) Oe es ees as 5% 
2 Crenshaw (R) 78% 2? - + - + + + + + + 84% 8 Schrier (D) 04 8s bs a 5% 
3, Taylor (R) 80% - + + - + + + + + + 85% 9 Smith (D) On fe eee 5% 
4 Fallon (R) 60% - - - - + + + + + + 75% 10 Strickland (D) OAs te eo ee 8 = 5% 
5 Gooden (R) 80% - + + - + + + + + + 85% | WEST VIRGINIA 
6 Ellzey (R) + + + + 1 McKinley (R) 50% - - - - + + + + - + 70% 
7 Fletcher (D) 0% - - - - - - 2 8 = e 5% 2 Mooney (R) 80% - + + - + + + + + + 90% 
8 Brady (R) 78% - 2? + =~ + + + + + + 83% 3, Miller (R) 70% - - + - + + + + + + 80% 
9 Green (D) 0% +- - - - - - ee ee 5% | WISCONSIN 
10 McCaul (R) 60% - - - - + + oF - £ + 75% 1 Steil (R) 70% - - + - 4 + kok + 80% 
11 Pfluger (R) Gi = & = = - od THN 2 Pocan (D) i eae Po eee 5% 
12 Granger (R) 60% - - - - + + + + + + 74% 3 Kind (D) 0% - - - = - =e 10% 
13 Jackson (R) 89% + + + - ? + + + + + 89% 4, Moore (D) Wa eee oe a aan as i— eee 5% 
14 Weber (R) 67% - - + - ? t+ + + + + 79% 5 Fitzgerald (R) 80% - + + - + + + + + + 85% 
15 Gonzalez (D) Ole is tw ns pees Sees 5% 6 Grothman (R) 80% - + + - + + + + + + 85% 
16 Escobar (D) a SF 5% 7 Tiffany (R) 89% + + + - ? + + + + + 94% 
17 Sessions (R) 70% - - + - + + + + + + 80% 8 Gallagher (R) WR ok 6 ok oe a oo ge ok ERA 
18 Jackson Lee (D) 0% +- - - - = - oe eee 5% avouING 
oF 9 im a ? 9 
19 Arrington (R) 78% + + ? + + + + + 84% AL Cheney (R) Ue 2 2b & ¢ iat ee oe 


The scores are derived by dividing the constitutionally correct votes (pluses) by the total number of pluses and minuses and multiplying by 100. (A “?” means a rep. did not vote. If a rep. 


cast fewer than five votes in this index, a score is not assigned.) Match numbers at the top of the chart to House vote descriptions on pages 22, 24, and 26. 
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117th CONGRESS, Votes 11-20. 


Senate Vote Descriptions 


1 Infrastructure. H.R. 3684 would 

spend $1.2 trillion altogether, with 
$550 billion being new spending. Among 
numerous other provisions, H.R. 3684 
would spend $110 billion on roads and 
bridges, $66 billion on rail projects, $65 
billion on broadband, $62 billion on En- 
ergy Department programs, $55 billion on 
water infrastructure, $39 billion on public 
transportation, $25 billion on airports, and 
$7.5 billion on electric vehicle-charging 
stations. The bill also mandates that states 
create carbon-reduction programs subject 
to federal approval, creates a mileage-tax 
pilot program, requires car companies to 
equip all vehicles with “advanced alcohol 
monitoring systems,” and defines “gender 
identity” as a protected class. 

The Senate passed H.R. 3684 on Au- 
gust 10, 2021 by a vote of 69 to 30 (Roll 
Call 314). We have assigned pluses to the 
nays because Congress is failing to ad- 
dress its fiscally irresponsible budgeting 
and appropriating process that yielded a 
federal deficit of $2.77 trillion in fiscal 
2021. Moreover, virtually all of the bill’s 
provisions fall outside the Constitution’s 


specified powers. 
1 Fracking. During consideration of 
Senate Concurrent Resolution 14, 
Senator Kevin Cramer (R-N.D.) offered an 
amendment to “prohibit the Council on En- 
vironmental Quality and the Environmental 
Protection Agency from promulgating rules 
or guidance that bans hydraulic fracturing 
in the United States.” During debate on the 
Senate floor, Cramer stated, “This amend- 
ment would simply prohibit any ban on 
hydraulic fracturing. Such a ban would 
raise Americans’ cost of living, weaken 
our national security, and, of course, ac- 
tually enhance greenhouse gas emissions. 
Thanks to the technology of fracking, since 
2007, U.S. oil production has doubled, and 
natural gas production has increased by 60 
percent.... And, by the way, banning frack- 
ing would lead to triple-digit oil prices and 
possible global economic shock as per the 
University of Chicago.” 
The Senate adopted Cramer’s amend- 
ment on August 10, 2021 by a vote of 57 to 
42 (Roll Call 323). We have assigned pluses 
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Federalizing voting: If S. 2747, stalled because of a Senate filibuster, were enacted, federal 
requirements such as mail-in voting and drop boxes would make the restoration of election 


integrity all but impossible. 


to the yeas because the federal government 
should not interfere with energy explora- 
tion. Regulation of various industries, such 
as energy, is not one of the federal gov- 
ernment’s enumerated powers under the 
Constitution. Allowing the United States 
to fully utilize its energy resources would 
make the country more self-sufficient and 
potentially create millions of jobs. 
1 Abortion. During consideration 
of the Budget Resolution for fiscal 
2022 (Senate Concurrent Resolution 14), 
Senator James Lankford (R-Okla.) offered 
an amendment to prevent funding from 
being included in the budget for abortion 
or abortion-related discrimination. Ac- 
cording to a press release from Lankford’s 
office, “The amendment ensures that the 
budget will comply with the long-standing 
Hyde Amendment, which bars the use of 
federal dollars to pay for abortion, and the 
Weldon amendment, which protects health 
care providers who refuse to participate in 
abortion from discrimination.” 


The Senate adopted Lankford’s amend- 
ment on August 10, 2021 by a vote of 50 
to 49 (Roll Call 336). We have assigned 
pluses to the yeas because there is no con- 
stitutional provision granting a right to 
abortion, Roe v. Wade notwithstanding; 
and pro-life taxpayers should not be forced 
to fund a lethal practice that violates their 
deeply held religious convictions. 

1 Balancing the Budget. During 

consideration of the Budget Reso- 
lution for fiscal 2022 (Senate Concurrent 
Resolution 14), Senator Rand Paul (R- 
Ky.) offered a substitute amendment that 
would replace the budgetary levels in the 
resolution with new budgetary levels that 
would gradually reduce the deficit in order 
to achieve a budget surplus in fiscal 2026. 
“Five years ago, I offered a similar amend- 
ment,” Paul noted. “Had my amendment 
been adopted, today the budget would be 
balanced. Instead, we continued to borrow 
money, money we don’t have, and now our 
debt is rapidly approaching $30 trillion.” 


29 


Votes: 11-20 

ALABAMA 

Shelby (R) 80% 

Tuberville (R) 90% 
ALASKA 

Murkowski (R) 60% 

Sullivan (R) 70% 
ARIZONA 

Sinema (D) 0% 

Kelly (D) 0% 
ARKANSAS 

Boozman (R) 80% 

Cotton (R) 80% 
CALIFORNIA 

Feinstein (D) 0% 

Padilla (D) 0% 
COLORADO 

Bennet (D) 10% 

Hickenlooper (D) 10% 
CONNECTICUT 

Blumenthal (D) 0% 

Murphy (D) 0% 
DELAWARE 

Carper (D) 0% 

Coons (D) 0% 
FLORIDA 

Rubio (R) 90% 

Scott (R) 80% 
GEORGIA 

Ossoff (D) 0% 

Warnock (D) 0% 
HAWAIT 

Schatz (D) 0% 

Hirono (D) 0% 
IDAHO 

Crapo (R) 80% 

Risch (R) 80% 
ILLINOIS 

Durbin (D) 0% 

Duckworth (D) 0% 
INDIANA 

Young (R) 80% 

Braun (R) 90% 
IOWA 

Grassley (R) 80% 

Ernst (R) 90% 
KANSAS 

Moran (R) 90% 

Marshall (R) 90% 
KENTUCKY 

McConnell (R) 70% 

Paul (R) 100% 
LOUISIANA 

Cassidy (R) 80% 

Kennedy (R) 90% 
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Votes: 11-20 

MAINE 

Collins (R) 70% 
King (1) 10% 
MARYLAND 

Cardin (D) 0% 
Van Hollen (D) 0% 
MASSACHUSETTS 

Warren (D) 0% 
Markey (D) 0% 
MICHIGAN 

Stabenow (D) 0% 
Peters (D) 0% 
MINNESOTA 

Klobuchar (D) 0% 
Smith (D) 0% 
MISSISSIPPI 

Wicker (R) 70% 
Hyde-Smith (R) 90% 
MISSOURI 

Blunt (R) 70% 
Hawley (R) 80% 
MONTANA 

Tester (D) 10% 
Daines (R) 90% 
NEBRASKA 

Fischer (R) 80% 
Sasse (R) 80% 
NEVADA 

Cortez Masto (D) 0% 
Rosen (D) 0% 
NEW HAMPSHIRE 

Shaheen (D) 0% 
Hassan (D) 0% 
NEW JERSEY 

Menendez (D) 0% 
Booker (D) 0% 
NEW MEXICO 

Heinrich (D) 10% 
Lujan (D) 10% 
NEW YORK 

Schumer (D) 20% 
Gillibrand (D) 0% 
NORTH CAROLINA 

Burr (R) 70% 
Tillis (R) 70% 
NORTH DAKOTA 

Hoeven (R) 70% 
Cramer (R) 70% 
OHIO 

Brown (D) 0% 
Portman (R) 80% 
OKLAHOMA 

Inhofe (R) 80% 
Lankford (R) 90% 
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Votes: 11-20 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 1-20 Votes: 11-20 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 1-20 

OREGON UTAH 

Wyden (D) 0% - - - - = - ee ee 0% Lee (R) 100% + + + + + + + + + + 100% 

Merkley (D) (hs 5 2 = = so 8 8 6S 0% Romney (R) 70% + - + - + + + 60% 
PENNSYLVANIA VERMONT 

Casey (D) 10% - + - - - a ae 5% Leahy (D) 0% - - - - = - ee ee 0% 

Toomey (R) 100% + + + + + ee ee Sanders (I) 10% - - - - - + - - - - 10% 
RHODE ISLAND VIRGINIA 

Reed (D) 0% - - - = = - 2 2 es 0% Warner (D) 0% - - - = - 2 # 2 2 = 0% 

Whitehouse (D) (Mos 2 4 2 4 SoS = oe & 0% Kaine (D) 0% - - - - - =e 0% 
SOUTH CAROLINA WASHINGTON 

Graham (R) 70% - + + - + - + + + + 65% Murray (D) OD: S a = os & - ee ee 0% 

Scott (R) Ci = ££ & Ra eo ds de ck ck ORS Cantwell (D) 0% - - - - - > 5 5 Ss = 0% 
SOUTH DAKOTA WEST VIRGINIA 

Thune (R) 89% + + + + + - + + + ? 89% Manchin (D) 30% - + + - + 20% 

Rounds (R) PR Pe BY ne /396 Capito (R) 70% - + + - + - + + + + 65% 
TENNESSEE WISCONSIN 

Blackburn (R) 90% + + + + + - + + + + 90% Johnson (R) 90% + + + + + - + + + + 90% 

Hagerty (R) 89% + + + + + = hy 89% Baldwin (D) 0% - - - - = - ee ee 0% 
TEXAS WYOMING 

Cornyn (R) 90% + + + + + - + + + + 85% Barrasso (R) 90% + + + + + - + + + + 90% 

Cruz (R) OOM, gh bo egg: = db db db gb = ORM Lummis (R) 90% + + + + + - + + + + 90% 


The scores are derived by dividing the constitutionally correct votes (pluses) by the total number of pluses and minuses and multiplying by 100. (A “?” means a senator did not vote. Ifa 
senator cast fewer than five votes in this index, a score is not assigned.) Match numbers at the top of the chart to Senate vote descriptions on pages 29, 31, and 32. 


The Senate rejected Paul’s alternative 
amendment to balance the budget on Au- 
gust 10, 2021 by a vote of 28 to 71 (Roll 
Call 338). We have assigned pluses to the 
yeas because continuing the federal spend- 
ing spree will ultimately result in fiscal 
disaster, and most of the spending in the 
budget is for programs not authorized by 
the Constitution’s enumerated powers. 


1 Critical Race Theory. During con- 

sideration of the Budget Resolution 
for fiscal 2022 (Senate Concurrent Reso- 
lution 14), Senator Tom Cotton (R-Ark.) 
submitted an amendment to allow for 
“prohibiting or limiting Federal funding 
from being used to promote critical race 
theory or compel teachers or students to 
affirm critical race theory in prekinder- 
garten programs, elementary schools, and 
secondary schools, by the amounts provid- 
ed in such legislation for those purposes.” 

The Senate adopted Cotton’s amend- 
ment on August 11, 2021 by a vote of 50 
to 49 (Roll Call 342). We have assigned 
pluses to the yeas because nowhere in the 
Constitution is Congress authorized to 
allocate federal funding for education or 
to promote any particular curriculum in 
schools. Furthermore, critical Race Theory 
(CRT) is a radical and divisive theory that 
forces students to see and acknowledge 
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others primarily by their skin color and 
racial ancestry, rather than by individual 
merits. CRT is part of the broader Marxist- 
inspired “Black Lives Matter” agenda and 
has its roots in Marxist “Critical Theory” 
originating from the Frankfurt School and 
Fabian Socialists. The federal government 
has no business promoting this extremist, 
anti-American agenda in our children’s 
schools. 


1 Police. During consideration of 

the Budget Resolution for fiscal 
2022 (Senate Concurrent Resolution 14), 
Senator Josh Hawley (R-Mo.) introduced 
a misguided amendment to fund the hir- 
ing of 100,000 new local police officers 
nationwide with federal money. Even 
though Hawley’s amendment was passed 
by the overwhelming bipartisan majority 
of 95-3, it is misguided because it is in 
conflict with the system of federalism that 
the Founders bequeathed to us. Since the 
Constitution does not grant Congress the 
power of creating and funding local police 
departments, the 10th Amendment tells us 
that this power is reserved to the states and 
to the people. 

The Senate adopted Hawley’s amend- 
ment on August 11, 2021 by a vote of 95 to 
3 (Roll Call 345). We have assigned pluses 
to the nays because the Constitution does 


not grant to Congress the power to hire 
and/or control local police officers. 


1 T Budget Resolution. The Budget 

Resolution for fiscal 2022 (Senate 
Concurrent Resolution 14) sets budgetary 
levels that Congress uses as a guide for 
its spending bills. The resolution proposes 
federal outlays of $4.7 trillion, revenues 
of $3.4 trillion, and a deficit of $1.3 tril- 
lion in fiscal 2022. Trillion-dollar deficits 
are projected for each succeeding year 
through fiscal 2031, and the public debt 
is projected to increase from less than $30 
trillion at the time of this vote to more than 
$45 trillion by 2031. 

The Senate passed the Budget Resolu- 
tion on August 11, 2021 by a vote of 50 
to 49 (Roll Call 357). We have assigned 
pluses to the nays because continuing the 
reckless spending and debt accumulation 
will result in economic catastrophe, and 
most federal spending is for programs not 
authorized by the Constitution. 


1 Federalizing Voting. S. 2747 

would implement a sweeping fed- 
eralization of American elections. Among 
the bill’s provisions, S. 2747 would force 
states to implement nationwide Internet, 
automatic, and same-day voter registra- 
tion. The bill would also mandate that 


31 


states allow mail-in voting and make 
available ballot “drop boxes” for all 
voters, and implement early voting that 
begins at least 15 days prior to an elec- 
tion. Additionally, S. 2747 would make 
Election Day a federal holiday, limit state 
legislatures’ authority over congressional 
redistricting, and enact additional cam- 
paign-finance regulations. 

The Senate did not vote directly on S. 
2747, but on a motion to invoke cloture 
(and thus limit debate) so the bill could 
be voted on. The motion to invoke clo- 
ture was rejected on October 20, 2021 
by a vote of 49 to 51 (Roll Call 420; a 
three-fifths majority of the entire Senate 
is required to invoke cloture). We have as- 
signed pluses to the nays because, under 
our system of government, state legisla- 
tures possess primary authority over regu- 
lating congressional elections. 


S. 4 would rees- 

tablish a “preclearance” process 
similar to what existed under the 1965 
Voting Rights Act prior to 2013. Under it, 
states would be required to obtain permis- 
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sion from the U.S. Department of Justice 
prior to implementing modifications to 
their election laws. The types of election 
laws subject to preclearance under S. 4 in- 
clude redistricting, and the bill effectively 
prohibits new voter-ID laws or rollbacks 
of “multilingual voting materials.” S. 4 
would also make it easier for the federal 
government and others to take legal action 
against state election laws. 

The Senate did not vote directly on S. 4, 
but on a motion to invoke cloture (and thus 
limit debate) so the bill could be voted on. 
The motion to invoke cloture was rejected 
on November 3, 2021 by a vote of 50 to 49 
(Roll Call 459; a three-fifths majority of 
the entire Senate is required to invoke clo- 
ture). We have assigned pluses to the nays 
because not only does this bill undermine 
election integrity, it infringes upon state 
sovereignty as established under the 10th 
Amendment, subjugating it to the whims 
of federal bureaucrats. 


Dur- 
ing consideration of a continuing 
resolution (H.R. 6119) that would pro- 
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vide funding for federal government op- 
erations and services through February 
18, 2022, Senator Roger Marshall (R- 
Kan.) offered an amendment to prohibit 
“moneys from this bill to be used to fund 
or enforce the White House’s COVID 
vaccine mandates on the American peo- 
ple for the duration of” the continuing 
resolution. In his floor speech in support 
of his amendment, Marshall, a physician, 
stated, “Whether to receive the vaccine or 
not is a personal choice. It should not be 
mandated via unconstitutional Executive 
actions.... Make no mistake, these vac- 
cine mandates are not about public health 
or science. If they were, the White House 
would recognize the 92 percent of Ameri- 
cans ... who already built up immunity to 
this virus between vaccines and natural 
immunity.” 

The Senate rejected Marshall’s amend- 
ment on December 2, 2021 by a vote of 48 
to 50 (Roll Call 476). We have assigned 
pluses to the yeas because the Constitution 
does not grant the power to any branch of 
the federal government to force citizens to 
submit to vaccinations. 
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THE EVIL HISTORY OF EUGENICS 


The belief that humans can be “perfected” through managed selective breeding 
received its modern kickoff from Darwin and Francis Galton in the U.K., and quickly spread 
to America, where it developed into a platform for “scientific” totalitarian tyranny. 


Laying the foundation: Charles Darwin, the author of 
The Origin of Species, described the early ideas be- 
hind the process of natural selection. Darwin’s hook 
formed the groundwork for the work of subsequent 
eugenics theorists such as Francis Galton. 
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by Dennis Behreanat 


among certain “intellectuals” and their elite 

oligarch clientele to believe, as opposed to 
the Christian notion that a perfect paradise awaits in 
Heaven for those who believe in Christ and repent of 
their sins, that a paradise can be built here on Earth, 
in the here and now, if only those “chosen” to survive 
and thrive can be perfected. 

Those of this mindset had the intellectual frame- 
work for this idea implanted in their weak minds by 
the works of Charles Darwin and by Gregor Mendel. 
Darwin, of course, sketched out his ideas of evolution, 
and Mendel, working with peas in his garden, figured 
out the basics of the heritability of traits. 

It is necessary to put Darwin into proper con- 
text. To today’s average American, and especially 
to the committed political “progressive,” Darwin is 
a key patron saint of secularism. He “discovered” 
and “proved” evolution and cannot be questioned. 
Anyone who does question Darwin is, therefore, a 
backwards rube at best, and perhaps a dangerous and 
deluded flat-earther, redneck deplorable. 

But the progressive view of Darwin is, as most 
progressive ideas, lacking in substance, historical 
perspective, and intellectual sophistication. It is, in a 
word, dangerously oversimplified. 

Aerospace engineer and nuclear engineering ex- 
pert Robert Zubrin, Ph.D. put Darwin into proper 
historical perspective in his 2012 book Merchants 
of Despair. “Darwin did not discover evolution,” 
Zubrin pointed out. Indeed, he continued, “not only 
was the concept prominently published by leading 
Enlightenment biologists ... but it was understood 
in pre-Darwin popular culture as well. For example, 
Washington Irving’s humorous A History of New 
York: From the Beginning of the World to the Fall 
of the Dutch Dynasty, published in 1809 (the year of 
Darwin’s birth), recounts an extended history of the 


FE or more than a century it has been fashionable 


This article is excerpted and adapted from the soon-to-be pub- 
lished book End Game, Chapter Three, “Secular Perfection.” 
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This idea — that some species are more fit than others, 
and that it is entirely natural for the fitter to replace the 
unfit — is incredibly poisonous when applied to individual 


humans. 


development of the Earth and all its life, 
starting from a pre-solar system nebula.” 

More important in its implications is 
the intellectual foundation of the Darwin- 
ian perspective. Zubrin pointed this out: 
“Darwin’s novel contribution was not the 
discovery of evolution but the presenta- 
tion of a plausible explanation for it in the 
form of his theory of natural selection.” 
This grew directly out of the overpopula- 
tion concerns of Thomas Malthus, Zubrin 
noted: 


Basing his ideas on Mal- 


first cousin. Galton was the son of a very 
wealthy arms manufacturer and thus had 
access to the fine educational advantages 
that money could provide. These were 
not wasted on him, as he was notably ad- 
vanced intellectually as a child. Born in 
1822, he was studying medicine by age 
16 in 1838 at Birmingham General Hos- 
pital. 

Galton was more than a medical stu- 
dent, though. As did many in England and 
America at that time, he wanted to pursue 
exploration and adventure, and he set off 


to Southern Africa. His travels made him 
relatively famous on his return, and he 
was elected to the Council of the Royal 
Geographical Society. As a result of this 
and his growing fame, Galton met many of 
England’s leading scientists and thinkers. 
Among them, the Galton Institute points 
out, was “Herbert Spencer — who devised 
the expression ‘survival of the fittest’? — 
whose view was that cultural and biologi- 
cal evolution were two sides of the same 
coin.” 

The seeds of a certain strain of thought 
were planted in Galton’s mind, and were 
solidified by the publication of his cous- 
in’s theory of evolution. Darwin’s work 
“served to affect Galton’s thinking pro- 
foundly, confirming his agnosticism and 
sowing the seeds of his thoughts.” And 
those thoughts were about how the doc- 
trine of “survival of the fittest” might be 
employed to perfect mankind. Francis 

Galton would dedicate his life 


thus’s theory of limited re- 
sources in combination 
with Victorian philosopher 
Herbert Spencer’s concept 
of “survival of the fittest,” 
Darwin proposed that all 
progress, both in nature and 
among mankind, occurs by 
superior strains out-compet- 
ing inferior varieties as part 
of the “struggle for exis- 
tence” in the face of limited 
resources. 


Zubrin went on to note the ob- 
vious: This idea — that some 
species are more fit than oth- 
ers, and that it is entirely natu- 
ral for the fitter to replace the 
unfit — is incredibly poison- 
ous when applied to individual 
humans. This “purported uni- 
versal law of nature when ap- 
plied to human affairs leads to 
wildly incorrect conclusions 
(some by Darwin himself) and 
catastrophically unethical poli- 
cies (by his followers),” Zubrin 
pointed out. 

Darwin’s work was influ- 
ential immediately, especially 
among his own family mem- 
bers. One of these was Fran- 
cis Galton, Charles Darwin’s 
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Make people better: Francis Galton pioneered the field of eugenics as 
a way of “improving” the human species, partially by removing those he 
considered “dysgenic” from the breeding population. 


to this effort and would coin 
the name of the program he 
pursued “eugenics.” 

Galton was convinced that 
managed application of Dar- 
winian ideas to human popu- 
lations could be used to build 
a better version of the human 
species. A virulent racist, he 
wanted the “inferior” human 
groups to die out and be re- 
placed by their betters. 

Galton set out his ideas in 
an essay titled “Hereditary 
Improvement” in 1873. Im- 
mediately, he stated that hu- 
mans could be “improved.” 

“It is objected that, philos- 
ophise as you will, men and 
women will continue to marry 
as they have hitherto done, 
according to their personal 
likings; that any prospect of 
improving the race of man is 
absurd and chimerical, and 
that though enquiries into the 
laws of human heredity may 
be pursued for the satisfaction 
of a curious disposition, they 
can be of no real importance,” 
he wrote. 

He continued, “In oppo- 
sition to these objections, 
I maintain, in the present 
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People control: Founder of the organization that would become Planned Parenthood, Margaret 
Sanger called for strict government control of population and argued that unconstrained 
procreation led to an increase in the number of “deplorables” of her time, who she said were 
comprised of the “feeble-minded, the mentally defective, [and] the poverty-stricken.” 


essay, that it is feasible to improve the 
race of man.” His odious racism pro- 
vides a hint as to whom he counts among 
the “deplorables” of his age. Speaking 
of the potato famine in Ireland, he wrote 
that visitors there after the famine “gen- 
erally remarked that the Irish type of 
face seemed to have become more prog- 
nathous, that is, more like the negro in 
the protrusion of the lower jaw; the in- 
terpretation of which was, that the men 
who survived the starvation and other 
deadly accidents of that horrible time, 
were more generally of a low and coarse 
organisation.” 

Other problematic groups that Galton 
identified map exactly to the modern-day 
blue-collar Americans in the so-called 
“basket of deplorables” described by 
former secretary of state and failed presi- 
dential candidate Hillary Clinton. Refer- 
ring to the blue-collar workers of his age, 
Galton wrote, “The reports of the health 
of our factory towns disclose a terrible 
proportion of bad constitutions and inva- 
lidism among the operatives, as shown by 
intermitting pulse, curved spine, narrow 
chests, and other measurable effects.” 
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Lamenting that just 20 years earlier a 
healthier and more rural stock prolifer- 
ated, he concluded, “We have therefore 
much reason to bestir ourselves to resist 
the serious deterioration which threatens 
our race.” 

What to do about this? Galton won- 
dered. In answer: “The highest action of 
all is to provide a vigorous, national life, 
and ... one practical and effective way in 
which individuals of feeble constitution 
can show mercy to their kind is by celi- 
bacy, lest they should bring beings into 
existence whose race is predoomed to de- 
struction by the laws of nature.” 

He continued, “It may come to be 
avowed as a paramount duty, to anticipate 
the slow and stubborn processes of natu- 
ral selection, by endeavouring to breed out 
feeble constitutions, and petty and ignoble 
instincts, and to breed in those which are 
vigorous and noble and social.” 

Here is the essential formula of eugen- 
ics — the idea that people can be perfect- 
ed. This dangerous notion, stemming from 
Darwin and given form by Francis Galton, 
has persisted down to the present day in 
one form or another. 
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Eugenics in America 

Crossing the Atlantic, Galton’s noxious 
ideas found fertile ground in the United 
States in the form of Charles Davenport. 
One of the most celebrated American 
scientists of his era, Davenport was a 
committed believer in eugenics and in 
weeding out the inferiors of the spe- 
cies. He thought of humans — other 
than himself, of course — as a farmer 
might view his livestock, referring to 
“the human babies born each year” as 
“the world’s most valuable crop.” Con- 
sequently, he argued in his book Hered- 
ity in Relation to Eugenics, “The general 
program of the eugenicist is clear — it is 
to improve the race by inducing young 
people to make a more reasonable selec- 
tion of marriage mates; to fall in love 
intelligently. It also includes the control 
by the state of the propagation of the 
mentally incompetent.” 

His dangerous and defective ideas drew 
praise from the highest points of American 
politics and culture, even from a one-time 
occupant of the White House. Just four 
years after leaving office, former president 
Theodore Roosevelt wrote a glowing letter 
to Davenport in January 1913. 

“My dear Mr. Davenport,” Roosevelt 
wrote, “I am greatly interested in the 
two memoirs you have sent me. They 
are very instructive.” The former presi- 
dent continued, “I agree with you if you 
mean, as I supposed you do, that soci- 
ety has no business to permit degener- 
ates to reproduce their kind. It is really 
extraordinary that our people refuse to 
apply to human beings such elementary 
knowledge as every successful farmer is 
obliged to apply to his own stock breed- 
ing. Any group of farmers who permit- 
ted their best stock not to breed, and let 
all the increase come from the worst 
stock, would be treated as fit inmates 
for an asylum. Yet we fail to understand 
that such conduct is rational compared 
to the conduct of a nation which permits 
unlimited breeding from the worst stock, 
physically and morally.” 


Sanger and Singularity 

Davenport and Roosevelt were far from 
the only prominent Americans to favor 
control on “unlimited breeding.” Mar- 
garet Sanger, favorite “saint” of the 
“progressive” Left and chief originator 
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of Planned Parenthood, was strongly 
in favor of eugenics. In 1932, she de- 
scribed her desired program in a speech 
titled “My Way to Peace.” Policy, she 


said then, should “keep the doors of 
Immigration closed to the entrance of 
certain aliens whose condition is known 
to be detrimental to the stamina of the 
race, such as feeble-minded, idiots, 
morons, insane, syphiletic, epileptic, 
criminal, professional prostitutes, and 
others in this class.... Apply a stern and 
rigid policy of sterilization and segrega- 
tion to that grade of population whose 
progeny is already tainted or whose 
inheritance is such that objectionable 


— 


Hitler’s Holocaust: The early eugenics movement reached the summit of its evil in the form of 


traits may be transmitted to offspring.” 

In a detailed policy proposal, Sanger 
called for Congress to create a body to 
manage the nation’s population. This 
“Parliament of Population Directors” 
would “direct and control the popula- 
tion through Birth rates and immigra- 
tion, and direct its distribution over the 
country according to national needs con- 
sistent with the taste, fitness and interest 
of the individuals.” Among other things, 
she called for “a stern and rigid policy 
of sterilization.” Under the reign of ter- 
ror she proposed, “the whole dysgenic 
population would have its choice of seg- 
regation or sterilization.” These unfortu- 
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the Nazi regime, leading to the torture and death of millions of innocent people. 


Modern eugenics, however, is much more than 
selective breeding of the classical variety; it includes 
proposals for dramatic tech “upgrades” that move 
human society to beyond what some theorists call the 


technological “singularity.” 
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nates would also be enslaved by the state 
under Sanger’s plan: “There would be 
farm lands and homesteads where these 
segregated persons would be taught to 
work under competent instructors for 
the period of their entire lives.” Sanger’s 
full “Plan For Peace” was published in 
Birth Control Review in April 1932. It 
has direct parallels with the deadly and 
demonic plans that actually were put in 
place in central Europe not long after and 
that killed millions under the direction of 
the National Socialist German Workers 
Party — better known as the Nazis. 

Despite this Sanger continues to be 
highly regarded by the women’s rights 
movement and by the political Left in 
general, although there is no denying that 
her eugenicist views bear a seriously un- 
comfortable similarity to those in Nazi 
Germany and elsewhere that have resulted 
in the most thoroughgoing and bloodiest 
genocidal regimes in all human history. 

Alarmingly, eugenics hasn’t disap- 
peared, despite its awful history. As gene- 
editing technologies are broadly in use, 
even used in China — controversially — 
to modify children, calls are being made 
for using eugenics practices to produce 
“better” children. 

The preeminent case in point is a 2018 
paper by Professor Jonathan Anomaly of 
the University of Pennsylvania, defend- 
ing eugenics and calling for a return to its 
practices. In his paper, titled “Defending 
Eugenics,” he worried about current “dys- 
genic” demographic trends and “offered 
a guardedly optimistic account of how 
some public policies might increase the 
extent to which our reproductive choices 
are both individually rational and collec- 
tively desirable.” 

Modern eugenics, however, is much 
more than selective breeding of the clas- 
sical variety; it includes proposals for dra- 
matic tech “upgrades” that move human 
society to beyond what some theorists 
call the technological “singularity” — the 
point in time when humans supposedly are 
transformed into something new, fulfilling 
much more than the wildest dreams of eu- 
genics founders Galton and Davenport. 

If achieved, what these new “version 
2.0” humans will be is anyone’s guess. But 
the unstated consequence of this “achieve- 
ment” is that humans version 1.0 — us — 
will cease to exist. I 
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Good Samaritans Offer 
Much-needed Necessities 


in Wake of Tornadoes 


When tornadoes ripped through the South 
and Midwest in December — claiming 
lives, homes, and buildings — good Sa- 
maritans stepped forward to offer light 
in an otherwise dark place for the many 
people who were affected. 

Jim Finch drove nearly two hours from 
his home in Clarksville, Tennessee, and set 
up right in the middle of devastated May- 
field, Kentucky, with a grill and a truck- 
load of food to feed anyone who needed it. 

“T know they don’t have no electricity, so 
that means they don’t have no electric, no 
restaurants, no running water, so I just fig- 
ured I’d do what I can do,” he said. “Show 
up with some food and some water.” 

With no ties to Mayfield but motivated 
by his desire to help, Finch set out on De- 
cember 12 to spend the day feeding resi- 
dents. With his meat smoker, he cooked 
chicken, hot dogs, burgers, and soy pat- 
ties. He also handed out bottled water, the 
Washington Post reported. 

Finch told local news station WLWT, 
“Everybody’s talking about they’re send- 
ing up prayers and, you know, their well 
wishes and everything. You know, folks 
can’t eat no prayer. You gotta put some- 
thing in their stomach. Give them some- 
thing to hold on to.” 

According to the Post, grateful residents 
seemed relieved to have a hot plate and a 
momentary break from sifting through de- 
bris. Volunteer cleanup crews and workers 
also grabbed a quick meal before returning 
to their work. 

The Post reported that the Moss fam- 
ily, Mayfield natives, had a similar idea. 
Anthony Moss owns a food truck that was 
miraculously unscathed by the storms. The 
family parked the truck right next to Finch 
and began to cook and serve food to area 
residents. 

Amazingly, as news of Finch’s and the 
Moss’ food spread by word of mouth, resi- 
dents came by to share the contents from 
their freezers to be cooked. Moss told the 
Post that people came by later in the day 
to offer cash donations, cleaning supplies, 
and more food to share. 
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Jeff Thompson, a friend of the Moss 
family, also came with a trunk filled with 
paper towels and water. 

Directly across from where Jim and the 
Moss truck set up, a church service took 
place in the parking lot, offering residents 
a glimmer of hope in a bleak situation, 
Today.com reported. 

“Some people are in good spirits — 
just the fact of us being here is enough 
to lift people up,” Finch told the Wash- 
ington Post. “Others are more sensitive 
and emotional, and they have more to 
deal with.” 

Finch and Moss set up again on Decem- 
ber 13 to serve more food. Both said they 
would be there as long as they needed to be. 

Finch said he would continue to pay for 
the food out of his own pocket until he 
could no longer afford to do so. 

“Tf it comes back to me, it comes back 
to me, if it don’t, it don’t,” he told the Post. 

He already had plans for what to do 
when the money did run out. 

“When I run out of money to pay for 
food, I have an 18-foot trailer I’m going 
to bring and help people haul stuff away,” 
he said. 


Home Is Where the Heart Is 


It is not every day that a person is gifted a 
house, but that is exactly what happened to 
Ebony Johnson of Cincinnati, Ohio. 

Johnson works at the local Dunkin’ Do- 
nuts, and befriended a regular customer, 
Suzanne Burke, about three years ago. 

“T go every morning,” Burke told 
ABC News affiliate WCPO. “Ebony has 
worked the drive-thru for three years and 
really has provided amazing customer 
service.” 

Burke looked forward to seeing her 
friend during her regular morning vis- 
its to the donut shop, so she took notice 
when Johnson had not been at work for 
several weeks. She inquired about John- 
son’s absence and learned that Ebony and 
her three young children had been evicted 
from their home. 

Burke knew she had to do something 
for her friend. She reached out to area 
nonprofit groups and a staging designer 
to surprise Ebony and her family with a 
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fully furnished house in time for Christ- 
mas, WCPO reported. 

“When she experienced this hardship, I 
just wanted to see if I could help her just 
improve her life and the life for her kids,” 
Burke explained. “I wanted to make sure 
that they had stable housing so that she 
could continue to provide the excellent 
service she does at Dunkin’.” 

Burke surprised Ebony with the house 
on December 3. 

“The Lord really looked out for me be- 
cause I kept praying and saying ‘can I be 
at home before Christmas?’” Ebony told 
WCPO. 

Ebony’s children were also excited 
about their new home. 

“So nice, so nice,” her youngest son 
said about his new room. 


Little Boy, Big Hero 


Brody Sims of Clarksville, Tennessee, 
proved to be one heck of a brave 11-year- 
old when a fire broke out in his house on 
December 5. 

“My mom and dad told us, if there was 
a fire, to grab everyone and run out of the 
house and call 911,” he told WSMV. 

And that is just what he did. Brody 
made sure that all four of his siblings made 
it out of the house, risking his own safety 
in the process. 

“He ran past the fire to get his 2-year- 
old brother, who was in a bedroom in the 
back of the house,” Brody’s aunt, Hannah, 
wrote in a GoFundMe page set up for the 
family. 

“T was just crying and yelling my broth- 
er’s name,” Brody recalled to WSMV. 

And even though the house was com- 
pletely destroyed by the fire, Brody man- 
aged to rescue all of his siblings and get 
them to safety. 

While the family of seven is beyond 
grateful that everyone is safe, they strug- 
gled with finding themselves without a 
house or any of their belongings just be- 
fore the holidays. 

However, generous donors helped the 
GoFundMe page surpass its $2,500 goal, 
with more than $30,000 raised in just 10 
days. Hf 

— RAVEN CLABOUGH 
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EXERCISING THE RIGHT 


Is Biden Compiling a 
Registry of Gun Sales? 


The Washington Free Beacon reported on 
November 6 that the “Biden administra- 
tion in just the past year alone stockpiled 
the records of more than 54 million U.S. 
gun owners and is poised to drastically alter 
gun regulations to ensure that information 
on Americans who own firearms ultimately 
ends up in the federal government’s hands, 
according to internal Alcohol, Tobacco, 
and Firearms (ATF) documents obtained 
by the Washington Free Beacon.” The Free 
Beacon reported that the ATF processed al- 
most 55 million “out-of-business records,” 
which are private records of gun transac- 
tions that are transferred to the ATF when a 
gun store goes out of business. According 
to the Free Beacon, this information “al- 
lows the federal government to stockpile 
scores of gun records.” 

An ATF spokesman denied that this 
record collection constituted “an initia- 
tion or continuation of any federal gun 
registry.” These records, stored since 
the federal Gun Control Act of 1968, are 
scanned into an electronic database, and 
the original paper records are destroyed. 
Anyone familiar with modern technology 
knows that optical character recognition 
allows images to be converted into a read- 
able format, which then can be searched 
by keywords. Gun-control proponents are 
supportive of the ATF registry and have 
been hoping for years to make it electron- 
ic and searchable. 

Advocacy groups such as Gun Own- 
ers of America (GOA) are sounding the 
alarm bells about this because they claim 
it might lead to the creation of a national 
database of gun owners. This collection of 
records by the ATF comes at a time when 
the Biden administration is attempting to 
alter laws about record-retention for gun 
stores, which is more cause for concern. 
Aidan Johnston, GOA’s director of federal 
affairs, was interviewed by the Free Bea- 
con and explained, “Instead of maintain- 
ing the right of [licensed firearms dealers] 
to destroy Firearm Transaction Records 
after 20 years, buried within Biden’s 
proposed regulations is a provision that 
would mean every single Firearm Trans- 
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action Record going forward would even- 
tually be sent to ATF’s registry in West 
Virginia.” The Biden administration an- 
nounced that it is looking into implement- 
ing several new gun restrictions, which, 
Second Amendment proponents worry, 
could be tied into this new ATF record- 
keeping protocol. 


Domestic Violence 
Turns Deadly 


Breaking911 reported on November 28 
about an estranged husband whose violent 
attack on his wife turned deadly for him. 
The incident occurred in Bedford County, 
Virginia, when the husband forced his way 
into his wife’s home and tried to attack her 
with a knife. Fortunately for the woman, 
another man, who was in the home, was 
armed and shot the estranged husband 
multiple times. She called 911, and depu- 
ties from the Bedford County Sheriff’s Of- 
fice soon arrived and discovered the man 
suffering from multiple gunshot wounds. 
The suspect was pronounced dead at the 
scene. Fortunately the woman was not in- 
jured during the struggle. 


Anti-gun Beto 0’Rourke 
Told to “Get the Hell Out” 


The Blaze reported on November 23 about 
“failed Democratic presidential candidate 
Beto O’Rourke” getting a bit of a come- 
uppance in his home state of Texas. Beto 
unsuccessfully ran against Republican Ted 
Cruz for the U.S. Senate in 2018 and for 
the Democratic presidential nomination in 
2020. He made some well-publicized an- 
ti-gun statements during both campaigns. 
His most infamous statement might have 
been, “Hell yes, we’re going to take your 
AR-15, your AK-47!” 

Beto recently announced he is running 
for Texas governor against incumbent 
Greg Abbott, and has been making the 
rounds in the state. He encountered some 
vocal resistance in Houston after unwit- 
tingly shaking hands with a pro-gun Hous- 
ton resident. The man told Beto on video, 
“Beto, I’m Robert. I’m native Houstonian. 
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“.. the right of the people to keep and bear Arms, shall not be infringed.” 
: a a a ee alee Datel 


On behalf of the ranchers, the oil and gas, 
the farmers: Like Maxine Waters, I’m in 
your grill, telling you ‘Don’t come back. 
We don’t want you here. Get the hell out! 
Adios!’” Robert ended his message with, 
“Hey, Beto! Come and take it! It ain’t 
going to happen. You lost twice. You lost 
twice. No means no.” 

Robert Francis “Beto” O’ Rourke has a 
track record of being publicly confronted 
on his anti-gun stance. While at a 2019 
campaign stop in Aurora, Colorado, he 
was told by restaurant owner Lauren 
Boebert that if he was there to take citi- 
zens’ guns, “I am here to say: Hell, no, 
you’re not!” The publicity from the in- 
cident launched Boebert into the public 
spotlight, and eventually landed her in 
Congress in 2021. 


“I Have the Right to 
Protect Myself” 


Fox 13 reported on December 9 about a 
home break-in that occurred in Spanaway, 
Washington, in which a family renting a 
house was terrorized by would-be burglars. 
The resident was in the house with his sis- 
ter at the time of the break-in, when, police 
investigators say, two men tried kicking in 
the back door. The resident quickly armed 
himself and confronted the men, firing 
at them. He seriously injured one of the 
men before they both tried fleeing from 
the house. They ran around to the front of 
the house, where the wounded suspect col- 
lapsed and was later pronounced dead. 
The Pierce County Sheriff’s Depart- 
ment identified the 31-year-old resident 
as Jerahme Smith. Smith defended his 
actions to Fox 13: “When everything first 
started, the first thing I had to do was take 
a few breaths and calm myself down be- 
cause I knew it could have gone one of 
two ways.... That way I knew I was calm 
enough to make a proper judgment deci- 
sion.... It kind of goes back to your rights. 
I have the right to carry and I have the 
right to protect myself and I have the right 
to protect my property.... Protect yourself. 
That doesn’t mean go looking for it, that 
means just be ready.” Hi 
— PATRICK KREY 
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Engineering consulting for manufacturing, 
chemical plants, oil + gas and industry. 


Project Management ¢ Mechanical Engineering 
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Also commercial MEP engineering. Licenced in 24 states and we travel! 


1006 Millen Highway, Sylvania, GA 30467 


Phone: (912) 499-1600  www.Arthur-Engineering.com _info@arthur-engineering.com 


OILVYOdYO INI dNOUS NOLLIY 


Ponce Walsut Plantation 
and Henster Na Ursery, (ne. 


byF ai 


Now offering for sale Ae 


woa‘auidnoibuoljae 
0508 8CEVLY 


ar] 
— 
Le) 
= 
= 
= 
” 
= 
rr 
rr 
| 
“Tl 
aot 
oo 
= 
= 
= 
— 
im 


JIL NO **" ALITYND 


Walnut Seedlings 
The 44,000 trees planted in 1989 are 
from a highly diverse genetic pool. The 
seedlings available to you will be from 
nuts gathered from the best 200 trees! 
This is an exceptional opportunity to 
secure superior quality Black Walnut 


seedlings! 
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STANDING AGAINST COVID TYRANNY 


cans are courageous, if they step up and fight for their 

freedoms. Yet near-daily assaults by left-wing leader- 
ship and a Democrat-controlled media have sought to dismantle 
the people’s spirit. Slowly awakening to the reality of the Left’s 
campaign for ultimate power and total control, many Americans 
are refusing to comply with the tyranny eroding our most basic 
rights — rights of personal choice and medical privacy. 

In early 2020, as the Chinese coronavirus hit America, Wash- 
ington elites waged war on our foundational liberties — the free- 
doms of religion, speech, and the press, to name a few. For many 
people living under these draconian rules, feelings of helpless- 
ness and disgust shifted to attitudes of determination and convic- 
tion. Amid the cacophony of ridiculous behaviors, the ballyhoo 
seems endless. Irrational and seemingly eternal mask-wearing 
and insidious mandates for children as young as five have be- 
come “the new normal.” 

Even soaring inflation is blamed on the pesky virus. As White 
House Press Secretary Jen Psaki recently remarked, “Americans 
sitting at home don’t necessarily think about it [inflation and ris- 
ing prices] in terms of data and what the economists are saying.” 
She continued, “a lot of what we’re seeing in our data is people’s 
psychology on the economy and how they’ re experiencing things 
in the country right now is related to COVID.” 

What does Psaki’s statement even mean? Is she right that 
Americans don’t understand data? I don’t think so. 


A merican liberty: Can we keep it? Certainly, if Ameri- 


Ready to Fight 

Americans do read the data. Many seek the real science, identi- 
fying the propaganda peddled by “trusted expert” Dr. Anthony 
Fauci. For their dissent, they have lost their jobs, their platforms, 
their families, and their education. In the case of the January 6 
political prisoners, many continue to suffer in isolation, being 
denied due process, and are still languishing in jail. 

In October 2020, Dr. Sunetra Gupta of the University of Ox- 
ford, Jay Bhattacharya of Stanford University, and Martin Kull- 
dorff of Harvard University gathered in Great Barrington, Massa- 
chusetts, to document their “grave concerns about the damaging 
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physical and mental health impacts of prevailing COVID-19 
policies.” 

The Great Barrington Declaration, which sprung from that 
critical meeting of medical minds, has since collected nearly 
one million signatures from health professionals and concerned 
citizens worldwide. Yet these distinguished physicians have been 
ridiculed and canceled by the progressive Left, and their view- 
points banned by the mainstream media. 

Additional prominent figures addressing similar concerns 
about draconian COVID policies include America’s Frontline 
Doctors, such as Dr. Simone Gold; internationally known conser- 
vative talk-show host Dennis Prager; liberal activist and author 
Naomi Wolf; and outspoken attorney, author, and health advocate 
Robert F. Kennedy, Jr., among many others. 

These voices have strongly encouraged lesser-known Ameri- 
cans to sacrifice their livelihoods and reputations to present the 
truth, spurring the silent majority to be silent no more. 


we 
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Crippled by Fear 

“Evil is real. It walks the Earth 
every day. Evil must be destroyed 
because man is fallen. We must 
fight evil every single day.” 
These bold words from Dr. Se- 
bastian Gorka evoke an intense 
patriotism. The popular host of 
the radio talk-show America First 
and former strategist to President 
Donald Trump often recounts his 
parents’ incredible escape from 
communist Hungary to England, 
where he was born and raised 
until he immigrated to America as 
a young man. He knows a thing or 
two about staying in the fight. 

Another hero possessing a 
Gorka-style spirit of righteous in- 
dignation is UCLA anesthesiologist Dr. Chris Rake, who in Octo- 
ber made national headlines when he was escorted from a UCLA 
hospital and placed on administrative leave for not complying 
with California’s statewide mandate that all healthcare workers 
be vaccinated. 

Since the oppressive rules were introduced in early August 
2021, Dr. Rake has taken a strong stance against the wrongness 
of vaccine mandates, openly denouncing the requirements in his 
state. Prior to his suspension, Rake launched the nonprofit CUFF 
(Citizens United for Freedom), which seeks to activate the citi- 
zenry “to work to preserve our freedom of bodily autonomy ... 
[and] to restore the freedom this great country was once known 
for” through protests and community calls to action. Like many 
credible physicians, Rake has been censored, despite being ex- 
tremely knowledgeable of the medical aspects of the coronavirus 
as well as the life-saving early treatments that combat severe 
illness from COVID-19. 

“TI am not going to negotiate with terrorists,” said Rake in an 
interview. “We’re going to take the fight to them.... We’re con- 
fident of one thing: as Dr. Martin Luther King said, ‘the arc of 
history is long but it always bends toward justice....” We’re on 
the side of truth, we’re on the side of law, we’re on the side of 
ethics and common human decency. Even if takes a long time, 
we know we will prevail; it’s just a matter of standing up united.” 


AP Images 


From Heroes to Pariahs 

Dr. Rake’s clarion call for unity has been echoed by other health- 
care workers in California, which has some of the most restric- 
tive COVID measures in the country. In October, an emotional 
video by Los Angeles resident Tara Vafaeenia went viral after 
the unvaccinated ICU nurse was similarly placed on suspended, 
unpaid leave from UCLA Health for refusing to comply with the 
mandate to get the jab by September 30. 
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De TT rN Fr ~ onl wae The nurse of 12 years ex- 
iN ie TREATS plained in an interview how 
\ STL BSLIEye IN el major hospital organizations 
—- CDR. A Puch _/— have taken “a turn for the 
worse” since the onset of the 


ori health crisis back in March 
ae 2020: 


“We [employees] have 
been forced to take mea- 
sures we shouldn’t have had 
to take, like masking, test- 
ing, and social distancing,” 

~ she said. “[UCLA Health] 

has treated individuals who 

have chosen to abstain from 

the COVID vaccination as a 

- threat, as contagious persons. 

Nea We have been isolated and 

segregated from the vacci- 

nated even though we know there is virus transmissibility among 
both the vaccinated and unvaccinated.” 

The extraordinary transition from community hero to segre- 
gated pariah has been difficult and draining but also revelatory 
for Vafaeenia, who described the moment a forced vaccine man- 
date became her line in the sand. 

“Everybody should be able to make a decision about her own 
body without interference from the government or a corporation 
or an employer,” she said, adding, “these mandates are not law. 
They are not constitutional.... Either I stand by my convictions 
and do what I believe is right and stand up for freedom and for 
the ability to have free speech, to have control over my own body, 
or I succumb to these tyrannical ways and do what they tell me.” 
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Standing for Freedom 

Millions of Americans like Vafaeenia will face discrimination as 
compliance to changing and ongoing vaccine mandates becomes 
commonplace. One California healthcare worker, who wishes 
to remain anonymous for fear of retaliation from her employer, 
told THE NEW AMERICAN that employees who refuse to get the 
jab at her company are singled out in front of other staff, often 
reminded they will not be allowed in facilities if they do not 
comply. “I need to make a living,” said the nurse. “Do I not get 
the shot and give up my dream?” 

Wrestling with the decision to vaccinate or not to vaccinate, 
and wondering how they will cope with the ramifications of their 
choices, many Americans are choosing not to comply with the 
totalitarian-minded mandates but rather to preserve the citadel 
and stand in the way of those who wish to dismantle America. 

As America’s Frontline Doctor Jeff Barke aptly reminds us, 
“If we are not willing to sacrifice now, we will sacrifice every- 
thing later on.” 

— ANNALISA PESEK 
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Pelosi-Robespierre and the January 6 “Conspiracy” 


ancy Pelosi seems to 
N:« channeling Maxi- 
milien Robespierre 


these days. And her January 
6 Committee is looking more 
and more like Robespierre’s 
bloodthirsty Committee of 
Public Safety during the Reign 
of Terror of the French Revo- 
lution, charging its enemies 
with conspiracy and sending 
them off to the guillotine. 

The House Select Commit- 
tee to Investigate the Janu- 
ary 6th Attack on the United 
States Capitol has been issu- 
ing subpoenas and dispensing 
dark warnings about a nefari- 
ous coup plot by President Trump and his followers, but it is not 
the least bit interested in following any of the steadily accruing 
evidence that whatever violence occurred on that day was initi- 
ated and egged on by federal agents provocateurs. 

When Speaker Nancy Pelosi delivered remarks on the floor 
of the House of Representatives on May 19, 2021 in support of 
legislation to create a bipartisan national commission to investi- 
gate the events of January 6, she declared, “Creating this Com- 
mission sends a resounding message to terrorists, both at home 
and abroad: The commitment of the United States Congress to 
the Constitution and to the American people is unshakeable.” 

Ah, yes, the Constitution; everyone knows about Pelosi’s 
“unshakeable” commitment to the Constitution. It should be 
remembered that Robespierre was a member of the vicious Ja- 
cobin Club, whose official name was Society of the Friends of 
the Constitution. And they carried out many horrible crimes in 
the name of their constitution. 

Predictably (as if by plan, or maybe a conspiracy?), the usual 
media choir immediately began hymning the need for such a 
9/11-style commission. And, mirabile dictu, a “bipartisan” co- 
alition of 140 “national security leaders” popped up to support 
the call. 

The plan from the start was to create both a weapon and a 
process that could be wielded against Donald Trump and his sup- 
porters. The Russia collusion hoax didn’t work. The Mueller hoax 
didn’t work. The nonstop media smear didn’t work. The first and 
second impeachment attempts didn’t work. The election steal fi- 
nally worked — but the thieves were caught in the act and tens 
of millions of angry Americans are determined to see that this 
crime is undone. So, Pelosi, Schumer, and company settled on a 
weaponized January 6 commission to prevent any Trump come- 
back. Thankfully, Republicans in the Senate refused to rubber- 
stamp the scheme. Not to be stymied, however, in June Pelosi 
pushed through H.R. 503 establishing the House Select Com- 
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mittee. “January 6th was one 
of the darkest days in our na- 
tion’s history,” she stated. “It 
is imperative that we establish 
the truth of that day and ensure 
such an attack cannot again 
happen.” 

Pelosi insisted she wanted 
this to be a fair, bipartisan ef- 
fort, but then exposed herself 
by rejecting Representatives 
Jim Jordan (R-Ohio) and Jim 
Banks (R-Ind.), two of the 
five GOP candidates nomi- 
nated for the committee. Her 
peremptory rejection caused 
the Republicans to back out 
of what was to be an obvious 
sham. But the sham must go on, so Pelosi appointed Representa- 
tives Liz Cheney (R-Wy.) and Adam Kinzinger (R-III.), the two 
most notorious Trump-hating RINOs in the House, to give the 
committee a fig leaf of bipartisanship. Cheney is performing 
as expected, most recently reading out the nothingburger Janu- 
ary 6 texts between Trump chief of staff Mark Meadows, Jim 
Jordan, Sean Hannity, and others as if they were smoking guns. 
Naturally, the presstitutes of the controlled media ate it up and 
regurgitated it endlessly. Appearing on MSNBC, the Washing- 
ton Posts Jacqueline Alemany noted that “it is more powerful 
coming from a fellow Republican, Liz Cheney reading these 
messages out loud and putting her colleagues on notice.” 

The Pelosi-Cheney cabal had no reprimands or censures for 
January 6 Committee member Adam Schiff (D-Calif.) after he 
was caught having blatantly doctored a text message between 
Meadows and Jordan in his presentation to the committee. Rep- 
resentative Schiff, who is well known for lying and leaking 
fabrications to his allies in the media, was caught, it may be 
recalled, trying to frame Donald Trump, Jr. with bogus Russia- 
collusion e-mails and falsifying a transcript of a telephone call 
between Trump and Ukrainian president Volodymyr Zelensky. 

Now Pelosi, Schiff, and Cheney are trying to gut the First 
Amendment and chill freedom of expression and assembly by 
subpoenaing private phone records and subpoenaing citizens 
who attended the January 6 rally but had nothing to do with the 
violence at the Capitol. Yet they refuse to subpoena FBI and 
DOJ officials to answer questions regarding the evidence that 
it was federal agents provocateurs posing as Trump supporters 
who instigated the January 6 mayhem. 

Pelosi & Co. would do well to reflect on the fact that once 
Robespierre and his fellow Jacobins had destroyed the rule of 
law (while pretending to defend it), they themselves became 
victims of the monster they created. The revolution always eats 
itself, as they say. 


AP Images 
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FREEDOM IS THE CURE — YARD SIGN 


Spread the word and show your support for our “Freedom Is the Cure” campaign by 
displaying this sign in your yard. Corrugated plastic, double-sided, 18” x 24” — includes 
wire stake. (1/$14.95; 2-4/$13.95ea; 5-9/$12.95ea; 10+/$12.45ea) YSFIC 


FREEDOM IS THE CURE — PULL-UP BANNER 


Use this eye-catching banner for your booth to attract visitors to learn more about 
our “Freedom is the Cure” campaign. This artwork is created to be sent to a sign shop 
that has the ability to print and deliver a 36” x 80” pull-up banner. (Branded JBS, 2020, 
$10.00, Order online) EDELBFICPU 


FREEDOM IS THE CURE — BUMPER STICKER 


Get others involved by influencing them with this bumper sticker. (1-9/$1.00ea; 
10-25/$0.85ea; 26-99/$0.75ea; 100-999/$0.50ea; 1,000+/$0.45ea) BSFIC 


FREEDOM IS THE CURE — SLIM JIM 


Share this slim jim to encourage people to take a stand and help JBS to restore our rights 
and freedoms! (2020, sold in packs of 25, 1/$3.00; 2-4/$2.50ea; 5+/$2.00ea) SJFIC 


hel covp Vaccine: The Bad & The Ugly (There is No Good) — DVD 


Dr. Merritt, past president of the Association of American Physician and Surgeons, gives her 
take on the “vaccines” that have caused 12,000 deaths and more than 500,000 adverse reac- 
tions in the U.S. alone. With infections among the vaccinated, is it really worth the risk to 
get any of these shots for a virus that has a 99%+ survival rate? (2021, 45mins, 1-10/$1.00; 
11-20/$0.90; 21-49/$0.80; 50-99/$0.75; 100-999/$0.70; 1000+/$0.64) DVDCDTX213 


VAXXED: From Cover-up to Catastrophe — DVD 


Interviews with pharmaceutical insiders, doctors, politicians, and parents of vaccine- 
injured children reveal an alarming deception that has contributed to the skyrocketing 
increase of autism and potentially the most catastrophic epidemic of our lifetime. (2017, 
91min, 1-4/$24.95ea; 5-9/$22.95ea; 10+/$19.95ea) DVDVXD 


VAXXED II: The People's Truth — DVD 


In Vaxxed II: The People’ Truth, Polly Tommey and her team travel over 50,000 miles in 
the USA and around the world. Interviews of parents and doctors with nothing to gain 
and everything to lose expose the vaccine injury epidemic and ask the question on every 
parent’s mind: “Are vaccines really as safe and effective as we've been told?” (2019, 97min, 
1-4/$24.95ea; 5-9/$22.95ea; 10+/$19.95ea) DVDVXD2 


Forced Vaccines and Digital IDs — REPRINT 


Over the last decade, major component agencies of the international Deep State have 
been working to design an all-encompassing digital ID system that would allow the 
tracking and control of the population of the entire world. (2020, 12pp, 1-24/$0.50ea; 
25-99/$0.40ea; 100+/$0.35ea) RPFVDI 


Behind the Mask — SLIM JIM 


Mask mandates spread fear and stoke anger. They are not the cure. Freedom is the cure! 
(2021, sold in packs of 25, 1/$3.00; 2-4/$2.50ea; 5+/$2.00ea) SJBTM 


COVID LIES — REPRINT 


Government and media have lied to us from pandemic day one. Are they lying about 
the vaccines, too? What is their goal? (2021, l6pp, 1-24/$1.25ea; 25-99/$1.10ea; 
100-499/$1.00ea; 500+/$0.75ea) RPCL 
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